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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this thesis is to develop a doctrine for offensive
operations by a corps against cities. Source material is both historical
and doctrinal in nature.

The city is irportant to the modem army as a source of personnel
and materiel. The city often has tactical importance as a communication
centers A review of World War IT field orders reveals that cities were
often designated as objectives for major elements of the corps. Since
the current trend in the world is toward more and larger cities, it is
logical to expect that cities will play an important role in future wars.

The histordcal examples cited in this study are taken from World
War IT campaigns in France, Germany, Russia, and the Philippine Islands.
Documentation of U.S. Army operations was found to be excellent, but
documentation of Soviet and German operations appeared to be less accurate,

and less reliable. The U.S. Army doctrine contained in this paper is a
consolidation of material contained in UeS. Army field mamuals and U.S.
Ary service school instructional material.

During World War II, the corps had sufficient forces to seize nost
cities, but the ground attack on a major population center with a hostile
population required an army oFf army group. Corps headquarters plammed
and conducted eleven of the fourteen attacks described in the historical
exampless Army or army group headquarters planned and directed the attacks
on Stalingrad, Vitebsk, and Berlin. The examples are divided into four

i
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categories: unfortified cities during mobile warfare, fortified cities
during mobile warfare, cities as part of a fortified line, and the megalopolis

or supercity.

Unfortified Cities During liobile Warfare
The battles of Le lans, Koblenz, Yukhnov, and Bobruisk are included |
in this category. Each of these cities fell within two or three days.
Bach plan of attack included an isolating force, and the attacker usually
had a minimum of three to one superiority of combat units.

Fortified Cities During liobile Warfare
The battles of Metz, Kharkov, and Vitebsk are in this category.
The defensive a.rea;s of Metz and Vitebsk were used as anchor points during
German efforts to stabilize their defensive lines in 1944 Both defenses
successfully withstood the initial attempts to take them, and both eities
fall relatively quickly after coordinated attacks reduced the surrounding
fortifications and isolated the garrisons. Kharkov is an example in vhich

the defending garrison was turned out of its positions by the threat of an
isolating attacke

Citdes as Part of a Fortified Line

The battles of Cherbourg, Brest, and Aachen are citede The port
facilities of Cherbourg and Brest were essential to the Allied logistical
plammers. Both ports were protected by a defensive line which had to be
penetrated before the port could be seizeds The Siegfried Line defenses
had to be penetrated before Aachen could be isolated. In each of these
attacks, the penetration of the defensive line was the most difficult ang
tine consuming phase. The port cities fell within ten days of the date
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that the defensive line was peneotrated, and Aachen fell shortly after it was

effectively isolated.

The Megalopolis

The battles for the Wsupercities" of Paris, Manila, Stalingrad, and A
Berlin are included in this chapter. After U.S. forces had crossed the
Seine River both north and south of Paris and threatened to isolate the
Paris garrison, French underground forces seized control of large sections
of the city. The U.S. 5th Corps, with the 2d French Armored Division
attached, arrived in time to assist in clearing the city. In the Pacific
Theater, the U.S. 14th Corps required nearly a month to reduce the static
defensive positions in Manila, which were mammed by sixteen thousand hastily
organized defenderss The Stalingrad and Berlin battles were conducted by
ATy or army group headquarters, and are nerely swmarized in this study.

Doctrine
The lessons learned from the historical examples are examined in
the 1light of current U.S. Army doctrine and instructional material from The
Infantry School and the U.S. Amy Command and Genersl Staff College. Available
Soviet and German doctrines are comented upon when they differ with U.S.
doctrines The conclusions are presented as a proposed doctrine which is
a synthesis of lessons learned from the study. Separate paragraphs deal

with the decision, the estimate, plans and preparations, and the conduct
of the attack.

Conclusions
The doctrine which is proposed in this paper highlights the fact that
fighting in ciﬁies should be avoided if at all possible. If a city is to
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be neutralized, nuclear, chemical, or biological weapons are the ﬁost
economical means of accomplishing the mission. If a ground assault is
required, the following should be considered:

Size of force required to seize a strongly defended city.

Necessity to isolate the city and defeat relief attacks.

Selection of key terrain and objectives within the city.

Influence of paramilitary forces and a hostile population.

Requirement for rapid collection and dissemination of intelligence
and aerial photography.

In addition to the above, the conclusion is reached that the attaclk
of a city should either twrn the defending force out of its prepared
position or isolate and destroy hime Destruction is accomplished by
(1) isolating the defending force, (2) restricting its ability to move and
react, and (3) penetrating its positions and isolating and destroying its
strongpoints.

The corps normally has sufficient combat power to seize all but
&e largest cities with conventional weaponse The corps should place

helicopters, combat engineer vehicles, and medium artillery in direct
support of assault units or attached to them.
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INTRODUCTION

Many new cities developed during the industrial revolution of
the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. HNations blessed with
a favorable environment and resources expanded their production to become
world powers. Vars were fought for the possessioﬁ of industrial areas
and population centers, and revolutionaries discovered they could paralyze
a government by seizing its major population centers.! More recently,
national planners decided that population centers were a neceséary pre-
liminary to indust£ia1ization and set out to build such centers with
voluntary and forced migration.2

Military planners soon realized that industrialization inecreased
a nation's military strength. The modern army integrated machines and
men into a war machine with tremendous capabilities. Despite its strength,
the neﬁ arry had wealmesses, for it was dependent upon its industrial
and population centers for personnel, equipment, and Jogistical support.
When the modern army moved from its industrial base, it had to follow
established communication lines or build new ones at great expense and

effort. Since cities were the hubs of these commnication lines, their

1

Lenin's orders to seize Petersburg and Moscow, the 19th Century
revolutions in France, and the current series of military coups are
exarples of the revolutionaries' use of cities to seize power.

2Mhe Soviet efforis to build population centers behind the Urals
and in the Ukraine, and the Yugoslav efforts to develop such cities as
Belgrade, Prilep, Titograd, and Pribor, are examples of Communist applica-
tion of this doctrine.
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possession sometimes provided a tactical advantage over the eneny. The
strategic value of the city lay in its cormmunications- faéﬂities, jndusfrial
areas, labor pool, and political importance. Its tactical value was its
communications, manpower, or position astride an avenue of approach.

The 1list of cities which were designated as objectives in corps
field orders (operation orders) during World War IT is long. The examples
cited in this paper are only a few of the better documented and more ime
portant battles which were fought in or around a city. With the population
explosion phenomena adding to the number and size of cities continuously,
combat in citie; can be anticipated even more frequently in the future.
Since the current U.S. Army Manual for combat in cities is written for
regimental and lower units and the applicable portion of U.S. Army field
service regulations is sketchy, this study is intended to consolidate and
supplement the current tactical doctrine for corps pl:a.rmers.3 The study
concentrates on the corps level of operations.

In most cases during U.S. operations in World War IT when the
corps was assigned the mission to seize a city, the corps had sufficient
forces available to defeat the enery on the terrain surrounding the city
and isolate the defenders. Once the city was isolated the d2fenders had
to choose between continued defense and ultimate loss of the defending
force. Chapters I and IT of Part I are examples in which the corps c¢ormander
had freedom of action and selected to develop the battle in this manner.

Chapters III and IV of Part T are studies of battles in which the

3F‘ield Manual 31-50, Combat in Fortified Areas and Towns (Washing-
ton 25, D.C.: U.S. _Govermment Printing Office, 1952), and Field Manual 100-5,
Field Service R Wations, Operations (Washington 25, D.C.: U.S. Govermment
Printing Office, 1962).
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corps commander's ability to maneuver was restricted by terrain and enemy
dispositions, or because a corbination of eneny defenses,'pOPulation, and
physical dimensions of the city made it too large for one corps to capture.

Part IT of this paper is a study of pertinent United States and
foreign army doctrine. It is organized into functional chapters dealing
with the elements of the cormander's decision, planning, conduct of the
battle, and organization.

Part IIT of the paper is a synthesis of the previous material in
the form of a "proposed doctrine." The ideés are not new, but they do
provide specific guidance for corps level planmners with emphasis on those
| items which caused the most difficulty during World War II operations.

Modern developments have been considered in the formulation of this doctrine.



PART I
HISTORICAL EXAMPLES

The historical examples used in this study occurred during World
War II in France, Germany, Russia and the Philippine Islands. Four catew
gories of battles were analyzed: the unfortified city in mobile warfare,
the fortified and well defended city in mobﬁ.e warfare, the city as part
of a fortified line, and the megalopolis or supercity. 4 city for the
purpose of this discussion is defined as a major population center which
is so situated and of such size that it constitutes a suitable objective
for a corps attack.

A megalopolis is simply a very large city or series of adjoining
cities. Paris, with a population of two and one~half million, and Manila,
population one million, are examples which were seized by a single corps.
The battles for the Ruhr, Berlin, Budapest, and Stalingrad are examples
in wvhich larger military formations attacked a megalopolis. Detailed
treatment of these battles is beyond the scope of this study.

The first catezory of city to be discussed is of moderate size,
is not fortified, and is not defended in strength. Attacks on this type
of eity occurred most often after breakthroughs, and were conducted to
hinder the enemy's withdrawal and prevent him from re-establishing a
coordinated defense. The battles of Le Mans, Koblenz, Yukhnov, and
Bobruisk are examples of this type of attack.

A more difficult problem is presented by the second category of city,

L :




one which has been fortified and is defended in strength. The bﬁttles of
Metz, Kharkov, and Vitebsk are reviewed in Chapter IT as examples of this
type of attack. The battle of Metz is developed in detail from corps
orders and after action reports, and corps and division supporting documents.
Accounts of the Soviet-German campaigns of World War IT contain many examples.
of army and army group operations conducted around such fortress c:.t:.es.
The third category of attack oceurs when the attacker is not able
to assault the flanks of a fortified and defended city. This may ocour if
the city is located w:v.th:.n a fortified line or because the flanks are pro-
tected by obstacles. In this case, the defender is able to concentrate his
defenses so that the attack must penetrate a defensive line before it
can assault the cit:;r proper. The battles of Cherbourg, Brest, and Aachen
are reviewed in Chapter ITI. ;The discussion is documented with after
action reports, field orders, and specla.l reports which were prepared by
the participating units irmediately a_f‘ter the attacks.
The fourth category of encounter is best described as the attack‘
of a metropolitan area or negalopolis. The battles of Paris and Manila
are examples of this type of action. The eorps commander's freedom of
action was limited by political and strategic considerations in both cases,
but especially so in the case of Paris. Fifth Corps records of the battle
of Paris included G2 and G3 journals and alter action reports. Documentation
of' the battle of Manila is good, and consists of field orders, after action
reports, and special studies made immediately after the battle.
Certain general conclusions can be drawn from the study of these
historical examples. First, Acombat in cities seldom results in a quick
and decisive Victory, and often requires large cormitments of combat power

for weeks or months. On the other hand, the limited fields of fire and loss
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of mobility within a city usually place the defender at a ‘disadvgntage
once the flanks of a city are exposed. For this reason, the defender will
usually attempt to establish a system of strongpoints on the best defensive
terrain around the perimeter of the city where he can obtain better fields
of fire and observation. Outlying towns often furnish good positions for
strongpoints from which the main avenues of approach into the city can be
blocked. Elements of the attacking corps usually isolate the city and
defeat reinforcement and breskout attempts while other elements of the
corps defeat the enemy trapped within the city.

The defender usually suffers much heavier losses than the attacker
vduring the fight for an isolated city veven if the defending garrison
succeeds in breaki.x;xg out.

It should be noted here that all of these historical exampl es
occurred prior to the development of miclear weapons and under non-chemical
and non-biological conditions of warfare.



CHAPTER I
YFORTIFIED CITIES DURING LORILE T"IARFA.PE‘

The mobile warfare which accorpanied the Allied exploitation across
France in 1944 furnished marny examples of the attack of unfortified cities.
Only one of these battles will be deseribed in this chapters The capture
of Le Mans frustrated a German plan to defend in the Laval-lzyenne-
Le Mans area =nd placed the Allied armies in position to encircle majcx
German forces. The capture of Chartres and Orleans which opened the zate-
wey to Paris is discussed in Chapter IV. The second exarple of this
chapter, Koblenz, Germany, was an enemy city of sixty-six thousand people
vhich was cleared by one regiment late in the ware. The final two exanples
in this chapﬂer are taken from the German-Soviet front. The batile of
Yuihnov occurred early in the Soviet counter off ensives, and the battle
of Zobruisk shows how a i'iver Tlotille supported an exploitation wvhick

culrinated in the capiure of a Russian city of eizhty-four thousand.

Le Mans
The breakout from the Normandy peninsula put U.S. forces in position
to encircle major elaments of the Geman Army Group B and to prevent it
from organizing 2 defensive line. Third Army directed 15th Corps to
advance east and seize the towns of Mayenne, Laval, and Le Mans (liap I).
Seizure of these cormunications centers would place the corps on the rear

7



8
of German forces deployed in the Normandy area.1 Speed was essenfial since
the German LXXXT Corps was attempting to establish a workable defense in
this area.?

When the fall of Mayenne and Laval appeared certain, General
Patton's Third Army issued oral orders to 1 5th Corps to continue the attack
to seize Le Mans. Major General Wade H. Haislip, cormmander of 15th Corps,
noted that this mission required the corps to advance fifty miles to the
east, force a river, and seize a city of seventy-five thousand people.

Both the corps flanks would be open during this advance.’ The initial plan
had the 79th and 90th Infantry Divisions advancing abreast to seize the
city while the 5th Armored Division attacked east and protected the right
flanke. '

The 106th Cavalry Squadron entered the city on the afternoon of
7 August, but was forced to withdraw by German counterattacks. The 79th
Division's 313th Infantry Regiment entered the city outskirts at 072100,
but was not able to seize the city.a

When these initial assaults failed, General Haislip decided to
attack the city "from all sides simultaneously. "> The corps field order

divided the city into two sectors and directed assaults from the southeast,

"Martin Blumenson, United States Amy in World War IT, Buropesn

Theater of Operations, Vol: Breakout and Pursuit (Washington 25, D.C.:
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1963), ppe. 425-440.

2Toide, pe 433

3U.S.Ae, XV Corps, "Report After Combat, 31 July 1944 to 31 August
1944n (APO L436: 28 September 1944), p. 3.

Mbid.
S —

MWade H. Haislip, ®*Corps Operations" (taped speech) (Fort Leaven-
worth, Kansas: U.S.A. Command and General Staff College, 18 April 1952).
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west and northwest. The 79th Division was assigned the soqthern half
of the city, the 90th Division was assigned the northern half of the city,
and the 5th Armored Division was to seize high ground which effectively
isolgted the city from the east and northeast.’

On the next day all units fought their way into the city and
secured their objectives after considerable street fighting, and the city
was cleared by dark on 8 August.8

The fall of Le Mans and subsequent advance north toward Alengon put
15th Corps on the rear of German Army Group B and in position to attempt
the closing of the Falaise pocket. The attack of Le Mans was a complete
successe The southern half of the LXXXI Corps defensive line was destroyed
and 15th Corps was free to continue operations against the flank of the
Falaise pocket with its communications lines secure and unhindered.9
The success can be attributed to the speed of advance on Le Mans, a weak
defense, and an overwhelming attack launched simultaneously from the front
and flanks of the city. The armored division attack to isolate the de-
fenders would have been necessary had the defender elected to fight his way
out or to reinforce.

The corps complained of poor communications with higher headquarters,
lack of aerial photography, and limited Mmap coverage during .the period

of this attack.lo

Txv Corps, pp. 3 and 4.
8Ibid. s Pe L.
9Blumenson, p. 443.

10V Corps, pp. 13 and 14
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The battle of Le Mans is an example of current Soviet doetrine for
the attack of 2 city. The Soviet doctrine is to use surprise and bold
maneuver to strike for the heart of the city from the march formation.
This attack is followed with similtaneous attacks on several sectors of

the city if the initial attack fails-11

Koblenz

Koblenz, Germany, is a city of sixty-six thousand people12 located
on the west bank of the Rhine River at its confluence with the Moselle.
Lt. General Gerow, 4th Corps commander, had designated it as the objective
for an attack through the West Wall on 8 September 1944, but General Hodges,
First Army Cormander, ordered the attack held up for one or two days to
permit buildup of ammunition s’f,ocks.13

Five months later 8th Corps secured the city after the Allied
forces had defeated a German strategic counterattack (the "Battle of the

Bulge")w and fought a costly and tedious battle to renée trate the West

11
U.S.4., Headquarters, Department of the Army, Pamphlet No. 30-50-1,
Handbook on the Soviet Army (Washington 25, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing
Office, 31 July 1958), p. 42.

123ased on 1950 census, Encyclopedia Britannica, Vol. 5y pe 900.

13’Ihe West Wall, or Siegfried Line, was a line of defenses along
the German border which was prepared prior to World War IT. The positions
were neglected after the fall of France in 1940, and only reoccupied again
in 1944 when the Allied armies threatened the German frontier. It is inter-
esting to speculate on the changes in events which a Successful breach of
the West Wall in September of 1944 would have caused.

logistical installations and disrupt Allied war plans. The attack achieved
tactical success and became known as the "Battle of the Bulge" because of
the penetration which formed a bulge in the Allied lines. This penetration
had to be reduced before the attack into Germany could be continued.
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Wall. The action at Koblenz was influenced by the seizure of the Remagan
Bridge which occurred thirty-four kilometers north of the city.

The U.S. 3d Corps captured the Remagen Bridge intact in March
1945 and established a bridgehead across the Rhine. The U.S. 5th Corps
crossed the river behind 3d Corps and attacked south with the 9th Armored
Division (Map II).16 While this action to the north threatened the German
positions on the Rhine, Patton's Third Army directed 8th Corps to continue
the attack and clear the west bank of the Rhine in its zone. The 87th
Division was ordered to seize the city of Koblenz.l?

The attack by the 9th Armored Division threatened the rear of
the defenders west of the Rhine, but U.S. progress was slowed by difficulf.
terrain and enemy resistance. The attack did draw off the best German
forces from the defense of Koblenz, and forced the German high command
to rely upon second rate forces, stiffened with elements of the 6th
Schutzstoffel (Elite Guard) Mountain Mivision for this mission.

The attack continued along the east bank of the Rhine until the
26th of March, when the 9th Armored changed direction and attacked east
to seize the city of '.L'j.mbv.zrg.18

Meanwhile the 345th Infantry Regiment of the 87th Division attacked
Koblenz from the south and seized one-third of the city on 17 March. On the
18th the remainder of the city was cleared except for a small pocket around
Fort Constantine which was held by elements of the 6th Schutzstoffel Mountain

iézhid-, Ppe L0O-404.,

170.5.4., 8th Corps, "Field Order 15" (APO 308: March 1945),
po 1.

18W:i.'Lkerson, pp. 408 and 409.
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Division. The city was considered cleared on 19 March.
The attack on Koblenz occurred later in the war when reinforced
regiments were often able to clear large cities. Dortmund, population
five hundred thousand, and Essen, population six hundred thousand, were

cleared by reinforced regiments.19 The capture of these cities was probably -

facilitated by the German people's preference to surrender to Americans
rather than be captured by Russians.Z0

Yukhnov

Yukhnov is a town of two thousand which lies on the eastern
approaches to Vyazma, a railway junction at the confluence of the Berba
and Vyazma Rivers (Map ITT). The battle of Yukhnov was unimportant strate-
gically, and is poorly documented. It is included here for several
reasons. First, the account of the battle was published at a time when
the Soviet Ammy was developing the tactics which would be so successful
later on. The Soviets desperately needed victories, and, as is the habit
in Soviet armies, an account of a successful assault was published to
explain the approved tactic fom the attack of a strongpoint. Thus, the

battle of Yukhnov illustrates a2 phase in the development of Soviet doctrine
for the attack of a city.

19Dortnund had a prewar population of five hundred thousand, but
only an estimated one hundred thousand remained at the time of the 378th
Infantry Regiment (Tast Force Twaddle) attack.

20contrast the civilisn attitude in Koblens and the Ruhr with the
civilian resistance in Stalingrad and Berlin during World War IT, in Prague
in 1945, or in Budapest in 1956. Tt is not always easy for U.S. forces,
for the 45th Infantry Division had considerable difficulty with fanatical
civilians during the battle of Aschaffenburg in 1945,
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Second, the
German use of Yukhnov

nGZhatsk

for the defense of
Vyazma is an example
of defense of a city
by using small lo-
calities on the

approaches as strong- IMosalsk .
points in order to .Serp;els/r |

) Meshchovsk
gain a combination : o
of good cover and Jukh/n/'c{(i
fields of fire. .
Third, the battle is
the only example in Map ITII. Soviet Attack on Yulhnov.2l

February and March 1942,
this paper of a M

successful withdrawal from a defended locality.

The mission of the Soviet units was to seize Yukhnov and open the
southeast flank of the Vyazma defenses. It included &n order to systemati-
cally grind up enemy persommel and equipment. Yukhnov was the only town
holding up the Soviet advance in the area.

The first day of tfxe attack consisted of Soviet frontal assaults
against a regiment which defended the approaches to the city.

The Soviets continued their attack the first night and seized a
foothold in the city, but were driven out by enemy counterattacks. The

2lwgow the City of Yukhnov was Captured," Krasnya Zvezda,
6 March 1942, (Translated by U.S:A. Command and General Staff College

in Militery Review, Jamuary 1943), pe 72.
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-next night a battalion cut the road being used bby German re:‘.ni‘orc'a‘nents.

' This battalion attacked the city from the rear the next day while the
attacks from the front continued. The Germans continued to hold the city
as casualties mounted on both sides. After several days, a change of
tactics was ordered.

The second phase of the battle began when the Soviets decided to
bypass the city. By this time the Germans were sustaining their defense
with strong fires from fortifications which were improved during the lulls
in the battle.s Thair counterattack capability was exhausted.

After the towm was bypassed, it could be attacked from all sides.
After several days of such attacks, the town was entered and the enemy
defeated in a series of short battles. The Germans had sucdeeded in with-
~ drawing the major portion of their forces and successfully defended Vyazma

during the Soviet winter offensive of 1942.22

Bobruisk

Bobruisk, a city of eighty-four thousand, is located on the
east bank of the Berezina River just north of the Pinsk Marshes on the site
of an ancient fortress (Map IV). The population of this ancient trading
center was forty per cent Jewish before the German Army arrived in 194%.

The only available account of the battle of Bobruisk was prepared
by a naval officer who wrote the account to show how a river fleet was
used to support ground forces. The account is better organized than the

account of the battle of Yukhnov and appears to be an accurate description

“’Ivid., pp. 72 and 73
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by a man who was in position to observe the entire action. The use of
ships for fire support, reconnaissance, troop lift, and to deny the enemy
movement across the river barrier was unusual but effective.

The Red A.m‘y units in this sector (Map IV) were given the following
missions: ;on the west bank, to breach the German defense between Sudovitsa- .
Zdudichi and attack in the direction of Parichi; onb the east bank, to break
through and to support the general offensive along the east bank in the
direction of Bobruiske

There were three stages in the operation of the flotilla. The fimrst
was a landing operation with artillery support during the attack on
Zdudichi. The second stage included the advance of the ships up the river,
the destruction of the enemy crossing in the vicinity of Parichi, and
support of the troops during their assault on this stronghold. The final
stage included a reconnaissance in force of the city of Bobruisk, the
transfer of the Red Army units from the left to the right bank of the
river, and support of ﬁhe storming of the city of Bobruisk.

The Germans attempted to withdraw from east bank and reinforce
garrisons in the cities on the west bank during the battle. The flotilla
succeeded in preventing this maneuver on the open river, but the Germans
successfully crossed the river in an area protected by the guns of Bobruisk.

On the evening of 27 June, the ships participated in the artillery
preparation preceding the assault of the city of Bobruisk. "The liquida-
| tion of the enemy forces was accomplished by splitting the enemy into two
parts, one in the city and the other southeast of the city. Next the
eneny was wedged in various sectors, split up, and equipment and material

destroyeds The city was stormed and captured on 29 June."
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Map IV. Soviet Attack on Bobruisk, June 194,23

23wRiver Flotilla Operats

: . erations on the Berezina," Commander V.
Fedotov, Krasnvi Flot, 29 November 1944, (Translate:l by U.S+A. Command
and General Staff College, Military Review, July 1945), ppe 112-115.
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The flotilla twice penetrated the city liritis undenr eneny fire on
28 June to obtain information but could not prevent the crossing of Cer-
man troops from the east bank. On the 29th, the ships advanced along the
flank of the troops to cover the advances On the same day ships broke
into the port, neutralized the enemy guns, and landed detachmenis of
assault troops.

The attack plan of dividing the eneny, then destroying him by 2

continuous process of subdividing, is often found in Soviet battle accounts

b
of VWorld War II. Tt appears to have been the accepted doctrine for Soviet

forces.
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Tine Relative Combat Power ' Population
required  Attacker Defendep :
o Mans 2 days 2 inf., 1 Misc. elements, 100,000
armor mostly LXXXI
divisions Corps troops
Remarks: The German LXXXI Corps never succeeded in establishing .
a cohesive defensive line because of the speed of the Allied
attack. This is a good example of an attack from a colum
formation during an exploitation.
Time Relative Combat Power Population
required Attacker Defendep
Koblenz 3 days 2 inf. regt. People's militia 65,0003
. reinforced with potentially
small detach- hostile, pro-
ments of 6th bably pacified
SS Mtne. Div.
Remarks: Bulk of regular German forces withdrew to avoid iso-
lation on the west bank of the Rhine River. One regiment cleared
the cityo
Time Relative Combat Power Population
required Attackep Defender
Jukhnov Over 1 Unknown 1 Regiment 2,000
week
Remarks: Yukhnov is a smaller locality located astride an avernue
of approach to the important commmnication center of Vyazma.
The development of a defensive position around Yukhnov illustrates
the tactic of transforming a populated area into a defensive
strongpoint. This tactic was used frequently during the war in
Russia.
Time Relative Combat Powep Population
Iequired  Attacker Defender
Bobruisk 3 days Elements of Elements of 84,000 of
two combined German Ninth unknown
arms armies. Army. sentiments.

Remarks: Soviets were exploiting 150 miles behind original
defensive line. Large elements of the German mobile forces
probably withdrew while the Soviets were preoccupied with the
Bobruisk forces.



CHAPTER IT
FORTIFTED CITIES DURING MOETLE WARFARE

The battle of Russia has brought into practice many innovations
in field tactiecs. The absence of a rigid front line, after the
pattern of World War I, and the fluidity of both offense and defense
have caused both sides to construct their defenses around strongly
fortified points of resistance. Citles, towns and even small populated
localities have been transformed into strong points of this type.
They have been found capable of offering prolonged resistance to the
advancing enemy, who, if wunable to capture such a strong point by a
frontal attack, pfoceeds to by-pass it and occupies the surrounding
100332..15.680 * o o

The above quotation is an excellent introduction for the next category

of attacke The battles of Yukhnov and Bobruisk ecould well be considered

this type of battlé, for the Germans had prepared defenses which they
improved as the attack progressed, but the defenses of these two cities
were not so well developed as those described in this chapter.

The three bgttles cited in this chapter are examples of battles
to selze cities which were fortified in accordance with a well developed
plan. The first, Metz, was seized by Patton's Third Ay during its ex-
ploitation across France in 1944, Patton's forces failed in their first
effort to erack the complex fortifications system, but succeeded in the
second effort a month later. The capture of Metz defeated another German
effort to establish a defensive line, ensured a penetration of the Maginot

1
"How the City of Yukhnov was Captured,” Krsanya Zvezda, 6 March
o072 (Translated by U.S.A. Comnand and General Staft oiseecs Military
Review, 1 Jamuary 1943), pp. 72 and 73.

21
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Line, and opened the way to the Saar River Valley. |
The second example is an account of the battle of Kharkov in 1943,
as told by a German military writer. The Germans were on the defensive
as the battle opened, and had to withdraw from the city or be cut off.
The Germans chose to retain their mobility rather than defend the city,

" and the Soviets failed to prevent their escape. Before the battle was

over, the Germans regained Kharkov and decisively defeated a major Soviet
force, probably elements of two combined arms armies.

The Soviets learned from their mistakes, however, and in the
third example, the battle of Vitebsk in 1944, they effectively isolated
and destroyed a sizeable German garrison.

Metz

Major General Walton H. Walker's 20th Corps was riding high.
Gasoline shortages stopped them for a short period after they crossed the
Seine River, but by 6 September 1944 they were ready to roll east again.
General Walker's guidance to his plamers included instructions to drive
through Metz and seize a bridgehead over the Rhine River in the vieinity
of Mainz. At the same time, 12th Corps was to make con;:mtric attacks
on Nancy (Map V), a city of one hundred thousand located twenty-five miles
south of Metz. The Germans were thought to be on the verge of collapse.

The 7th Armmored and 5th and 90th Infantry Divisions were to attack
across the Moselle River, with the main attack by the 7th Armored and
90th Infantry Divisions on the north of Metz.? The attack jumped off as
planned on 6 September, but lack of progress in the north caused General

20uSuhey XX Corps, "Pield Order 10M (AP0 340: 5 September 1944),
Ppe 1 and 2.
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Walker to shift the weight of his attack to thé 5th Infantry on the south
of Metz by 14 Septembers This attack stalled also. The 7th Armored
Division was reassigned to another corps on 20 September a.ﬁd the decision

to cease the attack came on 10 Oc'l'.ober.3

*+

GERMAN TROOP - DISPOSITION APPROXIMATE
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Map Ve 12th Corps plan for the attack on Nancy.""
September 1944

3U.S.A.., XX Corps, "The Reduction of Fortress Metz" (XX Corps
Operation Report, 1 Sep = 6 Dec 1944), (APO 340), ppe 1l-6.

“H. M. Cole, United States Amy in Morld War II, Buropean Theater
of Operations, Vol: The ine Campaign (Washington 25, De Ce: UlS.
Govermuent Printing Office, 1950), ppe 57, 131, 157, and Map 8.
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Vhat was there about this fortress city of eighty-tpree tﬁousand
which had frustrated the efforts of three crack U.S. divisions for better
than a month? The answer to that question lies in the difficult terrain
and the man-made fortifications which augmented this natural barrier.

The high banks of the Moselle River are complemented by steep wooded hills
and ridges of the areae Tio sizeable tributaries, the Nied and Seille
Rivers, present additional problems for the attackere The natural strength
-of the area was recognized by the 18th Century French, and they set about
to encircle the city proper with a ring of forts. This ring was completed
in 1866 during the time of Napoleon ITI. The forts, now called the inner
ring, were considered inadequate by the Germans after they regained
control of Metz in 1.871 during the Franco-Prussian wars. ﬂley.completed
an outer ring of twenty-eight forts in 1912 which were about six miles
from the center of the city. The inner ring of forts were designed for
infantry use, but the Germans began converting them for artillery emplace~
ments after they took control in 1940. The outer forts were designed as
well-protected artillery positions. U.S. assault forces had actually

been on top of the gun turrets of these forts during the unsuccessful
attacks of early October, but they were not able to destroy them.

A third set of fortifications was involved in this battle, for
the Maginot Line fortifications met the Moselle River sbout thirty
kilometers north of Metz, at Fort Koenigsmacker. The Maginot Line
passed some twenty kilometers to the east of Metz.

General Walker's staff perfected a plan to assault this fortress
complex by the end of October. In the meantime, the troops had underzone
extensive training to prepare themselves for the coming attack. The 10th

Armored and 95th Infantry Divisions, both new and unseasoned, were assigned
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to the corps during October. Together with the.battle-tested 90tH ‘and
5th Infantry Divisions, they constituted the major assault elements.
The 8337 Infantry Division was to have participated in this. operation, but
was diverted elseuwhere before it could be used.

The plan of attack, issued on 3 November, was to attack east with
the armored division in conjunction with an attack by 12th Corps, while
three infantry divisions encircled and reduced the Metz fortress afea
(Map VI)s The 90th Infantry Division was to force the Moselle River along
the line Malling-Cattenom, reduce Fort KOenig_smacker, pass the armored
division through to the east, and push south along the axis of the Maginot
Line to link up with the 5th Infantry Division near Boulay. The 10th
Armored Division and supporting 83d Division were to follow the 90th
Infantry Division across the Moselle River and exploit rapidly to the east
and seize crossing over the Saar River. The 95th Infantry Division was
to demonstrate on D-day with a sxnal; crossing at Uckange, while continuing
to contain the enery in the Metz perimeter.

The 12th Corps jumped off in its sector at 0730 hours on 8 November.
The 90th Infantry Division jumped off at 0330 on 9 November. The tactical
surprise gained by a night attack paid off in a quick advance,but flood
waters in the Moselle prevented crossing heavy equipment and tankse. The
95th Division demonstration resulted in a two company bridgehead across
the rivers At 0600 the 5th Infantry Division jumped off and made rapid
progresse On the 10th and 11th flood waters hindered the 90th Division's
river crossing operations, but the 5th Infantry Division continued to
report good progress on the south. The 83d Division was reassigned on

11 November to 8th Corps.

6U.S..IA.., XX Corps"Field Order 12" (APO 340: 3 November 1944),
Ppe 1 = 3.
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The 90th Infantry Division repelled a coordinated countefattack
on the morning of the 12th and continued a fort-by-fort reduction of the
Maginot Line. The 95th crossed the river at a second point on the 10th,
and a bridge was completed here on the 1ith. The 5th continued to make
good progress, and secured its objective on 12 November.

The 90th continued its operations to reduce the Maginot Line
forts and by the 16th, progress was rapide On that day, the 10th Armored
broke out of the bridgehead and began its sweep east. Enemy columns were
observed withdrawing east on the 17th, and the 95th Division assaulted
Metz from the west in conjunction with French Forces of the Interior
(FFI), who attempted to prevent the Germans from blowing the Moselle
bridges. By the 18th the lines of the 5th, 90th, and 95th Divisions were
closing east of Metz (Map VII). The encirclement was completed on the
19th and the city was reported cleared at 1435 on the 22d of November.
Meamwhile, elements of the corps began regrouping for the attack to the
east.

| Six forts in the Metz complex contimued to hold out against
elements of the 90th and 95th Divisionse The 5th Division assumed re-
sponsibility for the Metz area on 23 November.8

The city of Metz was an important communication center astride
the main réute from Paris to Frankfurt. Events of this battle were over-
shadowed by the battles in the north during the early phases of this
operation. This fact partially explains why the city did not fali until
a deliberate attack was conducted in November. The November attack

threatened to isolate the German mobile forces, which withdrew rather than

8-[_@0’ PPe 16- 39.
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lose their mobility. The fortress troops were only able to hold oﬁt a
few days after the city was encircled.

The Germans criticized the U.S. commanders for failing to follow
up their successes. They specifically pointed out wmsed opportunities to
exploit the breakthroughs of 15 and 16 November in the 12th Corps sector
and of 16 through 19 November in the 20th Corps sector. |

It should be noted here that General Bidy's 12th Corps attack o
forced the German First Army to cormit its last reserves on 12 November,
but U.S. logistical problems and heavy U.S. casualties in this sector pre-
vented the exploitation which the German high command feared. It is
possible that U.S. forces could have been obtained from 20th Corps vfor ex=
ploitation if Metz ha.d been merely contained.’

' The correctness of the decision to seize Metz cammot be decided

here, but the battle does 1lustrate the necessity for detailed intelligence
and detailed plans during the attack of a fortified city. The frontal
assaults and shallow envelopments of September and Detober were unrewarding;
and, even when the infantry was able to close with the forts, they were not
able to destroy th_an or thedr garrison. Final victory was not achieved until
tactical surprise permitted a successful encireling attack and the defender'é

mobile forces were defeated.

Kharkov
Kharkov, with a population of eight hundred thousand, is located
at the junction of three umavigable rivers in the Ukrainian Republic of the
USSR. Six railways radiate from the city, which is near to the Donbas coal

M1y Manty, Oberst, mis B-751," Translated by Ermest W. Matti
(Beadquarters, U.S. Ay, Europe, 16 May 1947).
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coal and Krivoi Rog iron ore producing regionse Kharkov was occupied by
the Germans in 1918 and 1919 for nearly a year but was retaken by the
Russian Army and held by the "White Russians" until November of 1919
before falling to the Bolsheviks. Kharkov was seized by the German Army
in October 1941, The battle cited in this example ocourred in February
and March 1943, and the city was retaken by the Soviets for the last time
in August of 1943. '

This battle was fought to prevent the Soviet Ammies from reachiﬁg
the Dnieper River on the Ukrainian front. It appears, although the documen-
tation is poor, that the battle began when two Soviet Armmies totaling
eight to ten divisions

outflanked a German Corps
vwhich was defending Kharkov
and threatened to isolate

the units in the city.

The Germans decided to with=
draw from the city in order
to retain their mobility.

The article emphasizes \
A R <52 GerMAN TORCES
frvoxrasmoGrRAD G ey

that the Soviets had cut

nearly all supply routes 10
Map VIII. Soviet attack on Kharkov.

and had entered the city 14=15 February 1943
at two points on its flanks (Map VIII). Apparently, some justification of

the withdrawal was necessary in view of the contemporary German high cormand's

city-fortress concepte The Soviets followed the German withdrawal until they

1OHeman Pirich, "Struggle for Kharkov and the Dnieper, February -
March 1943," (Translated by Command and Géneral Staff College, Military
Review, Dec 1943), p. 87.
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were overextended. The Germans used their suiaerior mobility to .defeat

the Soviets in a battle of movement over the steppes between Kharkov

and the Dnieper (lower half of Map IX)e After defeating "l:he Soviet mobile
forces, the Germans proceeded to retake Kharkov, which was held by approxi-
mately three Russian regiments. The German plan was to encircle the city
with elements of one division on the west and north while another unit
swung wide to sever the main highway to Belgorod and isolate the city
(upper half of Map IX)e Attacks were also planned on the south and west
flanks of the city.

The attack was executed as plamned, and the city was isolated by

13 March. The last resistance within the city was cleared on the 14th

of March.

At the time that the referenced article was written, Hitler was
interfering more and more with the operations of the German Ammy, pre-
venting tactically desirable withdrawals and directing the use of fortress-
cities as strongpoints to be held at all cost. This account could well
be an attempt to demonstrate the desirability of the more conventional
tactics of defeating the enemy mobile forces, even if this requires
giving up ground. It follows that the enemy should be driven back to
expose the flanks of strongpoints such as the city of Kharkov and isﬁlate
the defenders before destroying theme. The participation of the Adolph
Hitler Bodyguard Division and the obvious success of the German forces in
this battle, which occurred at a time when the Germans were having more
reverses than successes, would make the tactics more palatable to the

German high cormand. 12

12134,
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13co1onel 5. Shishkin, "he Vitebsk Operation, Krasnaya Zvezda, .

25 October 1944 (Translated by U.S. Army Command and General Staff College, .
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Vitebsk 1

Vitebsk is a city of one hundred twenty-eight thousandl¥ located
on the Dvina River in the Byelorussian (White Russian) Soviet of the USSR.
It is located on 2 long low ridge which leads from Warsaw to Mo‘scow where
the ridge passes between the Pripet Marshes and the marshes south of
Leningrade Prior to annexation by the Russians in 1772, it had been con-
trolled by the Poles and, later, the Lithuanianse

The Vitebsk fortified area formed a pivot on the left wing of
the German Central Army Group. There were two main fortified lines; the
first was fifteen kilometers out from the city and the second was in the
Vicinity of the city. The city had been transformed into a fortress. It
wes defended by the 53d Army Corps with five infantry divisions and one
air force division-ls Previous Russian attacks had exposed flanks of
the defense as shown on Map X. Since Vitebsk lay near the boundary
between twd army groups, troops from both ammy groups were involved in
the attacke Lieutenant General Beloborodov's army on the north made its
main attack near the western shoulder of the penetration to seize bridge-
heads across the river west of the city and assist in isolating the de-
fenders. They were to continue the attack east toward Vitebsk. Lieutenant
General Liudnikov's ammy was to make its main attack south of the city,
driving west until in position to turn north and link up with Beloborodov's
forces. Link-up would complete the first phase of the attack, and would

be followed by operations to destroy the encircled enemy.

1LP1956 populationy Encyclopedia Britamnica, Vol. 23, pe 221.

15 The German divisions were probably under strength and poorly
equipped by this phase in the war.
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Preparations included training in techniques of river crossing
and attack of fortified area. Rehearsals were conducted in mock-ups of
the Vitebsk fortificationse

By the end of the second day of the attack, the city was effective-
1y cut offe A surprise frontal attack reached the _cit:y' outskirts on the
same daye A The encirclement was completed that night, and by the third
day the enemy had been divided into three pockets. The Germans still
held the river line inside the city. Elements of General Liudnikov's
troops infiltrated Vitebsk from the east on the third night and seized
the new bridge across the Dvina. The city 'an.5 secured by 0600 on the 4th
day while the Germans attempted to break out to the west. The escape
attempt was defeated by the encircling forces and the enemy was compressed
into increasingly smaller areas. The largest enemy group was hit from
three sides and cut into several parts. This group was destroyed by the
end of the fifth day of the attack.

Peculiarities of the operation were the rapid tempo of the attack,
the 'surprise gained by counterreconnaissance and by concentrating and
regrouping at night, and by registering artillery fire_s in areas other
than that of the attacke. The seizure of a favorable line of departure on
the night before the attack was helpful, and the use of air against the

retreating enemy was effective. 16

10bide, ppe 93 = 97
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SUMMARY OF ATTACK ON FORTIFIED CITY .

Time Relative Combat Power
required Attacker Defender Population
Metz 15 days. 2 inf., 1 1 inf. div. in 100,000;
armored div. city, 2 inf. div. probably
on flanks of pacified.
city. Limited
combat effectiveness.
Remarks: Initial attacks in September and October were un~
successfuls A second major attack was slowed on the north
and west by Maginot Line forts, but made rapid progress on
the southe Time required to defeat fortifications extended
the length of this attack. ’
Time Relative Combat Power _
required  Attacker Defender Population
Kharkov (see 2 div. assault 3 regiments 800,000 in
remarks) forces and 1 identified 1956; potentially
div. isolation in city hostile, but
force on city propere. probably
propere. pacified
Remarks: The mobile warfare around the city lasted for two
monthse The assault on the city lasted two days after the
- Soviet mobile forces were driven back. Neither side attempted
to hold the city in force after the attacker threatened to
isolate the garrison.
Time Relative Combat Power
required Attacker Defender Population
Vitebsk L days 2 armies of 5 inf., 1 128,000
after major 10 divisions air force potentially
assaults dive hostile,
initiated probably
on flanks pacified
of :eity. '

Remarks: The defensive forces attempted to withdraw, but
were blocked by the deep pincers and eventually destroyed.
They did not attempt to hold out in the city.




CHAPTER ITI
THE CITY AS PART OF A FORTIFIED LINE

During the battle for Okinawa, the cities of Naha and Yonabaru
were used as avenues of approach for flanking attacks on the Shuri mountain
dei‘enses.1 In Europe, however, the presence of a strong fortified line
near a city usually reduced the tactical importance of that city.

The Germans halted the Allied advance and established contimious
defensive lines between June and July of 1944, and again in November 1944,
The Allied armies fo'rced the Germans to abandon the first defemnsive line
when they penetrated near St. Lo and exploited toward the Seine River.

The Germans used the fortifications of the Slegfried Line and the obstacle
of the Fhine River as the backbone of the second line. The battles to
penetrate this line in the Vicinity of Aachen are the subject of one of
the historical examples in this chapter.2

The battle of Aachen is an example of this. The most difficult
fighting at Aachen took Place during the efforts to isolate the city and
prevent reinforcement. The elty fell relatively easily after these battles
were successfully concluded.

1l‘f.oy' E. Appleman et al., U.S. in World War II, The War in the
Pacific, Vole: Okinawa: The Last Battle Washington 25, D.C.: U.S, Govern=
ment Printing Office, 1948), pp. 376 - 382.

“Urited States Military Academy, Department of Military Art and

Engineering, The War in Western Europe, Part 2 (West Point, New York:
UsSe Military Academy Adjutant General, 1949), pp. 43 = 103.

E74
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The other two examples in this chapter are battles ;’or the ports
of Cherbourg and Brest.

These port cities are included in this chapter because the avenues
of approach in both cases were limited by the sea. This permitted the
defense to concentrate upon the existing approaches.

The defenses of Cherbourg were oriented toward the sea and fell
to an assault from the rear after six days. The defenders of Brest were
able to use previously prepared fortifications outside the city to establish
a coordinated defense which held back the attack of three infantry divisions
for more than a month.

In the preceding two chapters, the corps plans for the attack of
cities varied with :l'.he combat situation, the characteristics and land forms
of the terrain around the city, and the communications system of the area.
In most cases the attacker took measures to isolate the city and defeat
enemy mobile forces before assaulting the city itself. The most effective
attacks were on the exposed flanks of an isolated city.

A city such as Aachen, which was located within a fortified zone,
or a city with obstacles on its flanks, is a more difficult objective.

The attacker requires more time and combat power to seize this type of
objective.

In all of the examples used in this chapter a senior headquarters
ordered the corps cormander to seize the city. The corps commander was
not permitted to by-pass and strike out for deeper objectives.
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Cherbourg

Cherbourg is a port city on the coast of Normandy with a population
of thirty-five thousand people.3 Allied plans required early capture of
the port facilities to pemit logistical buildup necessary for further
operations on the continent-h'

About two weeks after the Allied armies landed on the continent,
the capture of Cherbourg became even more urgent. During the week of 19
June the highest tide of the year and a heavy storm damaged unloading i
facilities supporting the units in Normandye - As a precaution, First Army
ordered a one-third reduction in artillery ammunition for the attack on
Chezhourg.5

Major Gener-al Je Lawton Collins planned to attack Cherbourg from
thie rear with 7th Corps, using three infantry divisions abreast. 4
heavy aerial preparation was scheduled to soften up the German defenses.

The 4th Division, which had been attacking west in an effort to
isolate Cherbourg, was directed to continue on with its mission. The
79th Division was ordered to make its principal attack on the right of
its zone to seize the high nose which terminates at Fort du Roule. The

9th Division®s main attack was on its right to seize the Octeville heights

which overlook Cherbourg from the west and south (Map XI).

31954 census.

| “Martin Blunenson et al., Command _Decisions (Washington 25,
DeCe: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1960) .Edited by Kent Greenfield,
PPe 419 - 427.

5tI.S. Department of the Army, Historical Division, Utah Beach to
Cherbourg (6 June - 27 June 1944) (Washington 25 DeCe: UeS. Government
Pr'inting Office, 194?), Pe 171.
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6Gordon A. Harrison, United States Army in World War II, The [
Eurovean Theater of Operations, Vole: Cross-Channel Attack (Washington 25,
D.Ce: UeSe Goverrment Printing Office, 1951), Map XXIV.
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General Collins sent an ultimatum to the cormander of the German
forces in Cherbourg, General Von Schlieben, on the night of 21 June, which
went unanswered. An attack was scheduled for the afternoon of 22 June
1944, VYhile waiting for tHe grace period of the ultimatum to mun out,
the three infantry divisions probed the German lines and the Air Force
prepared to conduct an eighty minute bombing and strafing preparation of
known enemy installations.7

By E-hour U.S. troops had withdrawn amitmom of one thousand
Yyards and medium bombers delivered a series of air attacks designed to
form an aerial barrage moving northward in front of the attacke Al though
some UsSs units suffered casualties from the air attack, the attack pro-
gressed as scheduléd.8

The 9th Division penetrated the outer ring of fortifications and
selzed a suitable departure area for the final drive into the city on
the 23d of June, but the city defenses did not crack until the next day.
The U+.Se. Navy supported the attack on Fort du Roule on the 25th, but was
forced to engage in a self-preservation duel with coastal batteries before
the fort was taken. With the fall of Fort du Roule on 25 June, the Germans
initiated a systematic destruction plan in the port.9

The remainder of the battle to clear the city was a series of
battalion and smaller sized unit actions against strongpoints. The following

phrases are typical of the after action reports for this period:

7U.5. Department of the Amy, Utah Beach to Cherbours, p. 172.

¥bid., pe 172.

Ibide, pe 190 - 192.



42 )
The 1st Battalion was stopped by fire. from the 'thick-wailed
arsenal « o « the 2d Battalion was unable to get beyond the railway « « .
two battalions were slowed by Nebelwerfer fire and direct fire from
antiaireraft and 88-mme guns in the Octeville area (but) « « + after
covering the tumnel entrances. « « » At city hall, which the Germans
had fortified and defended all day « « « surrendered with 400 troops
to Lte Col. Frank L. Gunn, 2d Battalion commander.l
Surrenders increased when cormunications between strongpoints was
ruptured, and the final destruction of the remnants of four German divisions
on the 27th marked the end of the battle.11
The after action report listed the following difficulties with
the plamning and execution of the aerial bombardment on the 22d; "Some
units received casualties from the air preparation. Errors may have been
caused by drift of the marking smoke in a strong wind."®
Difficulties were encountered in planning and coordinating the
aerial effort because the aircraft were stationed in England, the Air
Cormander was with First Army, and the attack was Planned by VII Corps.
"The most effective plan used artillery against anti-aireraft prior to
the aerial bombardment, and in a normal preparatory role after the air
strikes. "2 ‘
The quick Victory in this attack can be attributed to the attackerts
air and naval superiority, the fact that the heaviest defenses faced seaward,
to the lack of room for maneuver within the defensive ring, to weariness
ofkthe defenders caused by their previous fighting, and to the terrain in
the area which permitted the attacker to mass combat power in eritieal
portions of the 9th and 79th Division zones and penetrate to seize the

dominating terrain above the city.

10mbid., pp. 194 - 199,
11Ibido s Do 1990

2034, p. 172 - 173,
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Brest

Brest is a port of one hundred thousand peop1e13'on the tip of
the Brittany Peninsula. It was the main port of entry for the American
Expeditionary Force in World Var I. Allied planners in World War IT
wanted this natural havbop and fairly well developed port facility to
support the quick buildup of men and material which they envisioned on
vthe» continent. For this reason the ground war came to Brest less than
two months after the invasion of Normandy. The Germans had prepared for
this event by building a strong line s8f fortifications on good defensive
terrain some distance from the city propers A second line of fortifications
was located closer'to the eity, and the old city proper was surrounded
by an earthen wall up to thirty feet high and from thirty-five to sixty
Teet thick at the bases The wail dated back to 1688, when Vauban's for-
tifications wepre completed. 14

The American advance from St. Lo effectively isolated the German
forces remaining in the Brittany Peninsula in early August 1944 (Map XII).
Troops of thé 6th Armored Division were within ten kilometers of the city,
but did not have sufficient force to isolate the city and prevent elements
of the 266th Infantry Division and 2d Parachute Division from withdrawing

behind the outer ring of fortifications,l5

13195@ Census.

. s. Army, 2d Infantry Division, From D+l to 105, The Story of

Spmn——

the 24 Infant;z Division (Paris: Deloenes Vovgrawuar, approximate date
19%}_,' Pe 30, and "Brest," Encyclopedia Britannica, 1961 ode, Vol. 4.

1%‘Ia.r'!::i.n Blumenson, U.S. Amy in World War II, European Theater
of Operations, Vol.: Breakout and Pursuit (Washington 25, D.C.: U.S.

—

Government Printing Office, 1961), pp. 384 - 387.
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BREAKOUT INTO BRITTANY
1«12 August 1944
BLUE AND BREEN ARROWS INDICATE ROUTES OF AOVANCE

OF ARMORED DiVISIONS. LETTERS A, 8, AND R REFER
TO CORRESPONOING COMBAT COMMANDS.

RED SHADING INDICATES AREAS MELD BY GERMAN FORCES
ON THE APPROACHES TO PORT CITIES ON 12 AUGUST.
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Map XII. MAllied breakout into Brittany, August

1
6Ibid-, Map IX.
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By 21 August, the advance elements of the fifty thousand man 8th
Corps were conducting preliminary operations against the outer defenses
of this key porte A minimum of twenty thousand German combat troops and
eighteen thousand service troops defended the city.

The corps mission was to "continue the reduction of the Brittany
Peninsula and attack at H-hour, D-day to capture Brest." Major General
Troy H. Middleton, the corps commander, anticipated a time-consuming and
difficult attack and requested suitable amounts of artillery ammunition.
Higher headquarters reduced his ammunition and artillery support for the
operation was restricted from 25 August until 7 September. 17

Weather delayed air support for two hours on D-day, and remained
poor after D-day until 1 Sep'l:anbez-.18 The terrain was open rolling fields
bounded by low hedgerows (Map XTII). Four main roads enter Brest from
the nbrth, and one each from the east and from the weste Since cross
country movement was difficult, each road was considered an avenue of
ai:proach.19 The defenses consisted of an outer ring and an inner ring
of fortifications. The estimated enemy strength was 20,000 effectives,
but the actual strength was 20,000 men in combat units and up to 24,000
service troops who were integrated into the defensive units. The defenders
had extensive anti-aircraft and seacoast artillery which was used in a
ground role.during the d&fense. Thirty to thirty-four battalions of

artillery supported the attackers. Although the H.M.S. Warspite supportgd

17U. SeAe, VIII Corps, "After Action Reports," September 1944, p. 18.

18Ibldo, Pe 150

190,540, VIII Corps, "Field Order No. 11, Tactical Study of the
Terrain," 20 August 1944, pe 1.
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A -
one ground attack, the value of its support was doubtfule The gorps
commander's request for landing craft was réfused.zo
General Middleton attacked with three infantry divisions abreast,
and assigned each division an objective on the waterline (Map XIII)e The
8th Division executed the main attack in the center of the zone, with

'
Ly
N—

Vo -
/‘ bézelle “\

/|

Map XIII. 8th Corps plan for the attafk of Brest,
August, Septamber 1944.2

200uSuAe,y VIII Corps, "After Action Report,® September 1944, p. 8.

21Blumenson, Map XV. Corps objectives were overprinted from
information in 8th Corps Field Order No. 1i.
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the 29th on the right and the 2d less the 38th Infantry Regiment on the
left.23 Seizure of the ebjectives would destroy enemy resi‘stance and
accompiish the corps mission. There is no evidence of phasing in the
operations.ZLp

From 21 August to 25 August minor actions were conducted to complete
the isolation and compress the defenses. Task Force B cut land communica-
tions between the Crozon Peninsula and the forces in Brest while the
infantry divisions prepared for the assault.?”

From 25 August until 7 September the attack Progress was measured
in yards as divisions engaged in small unit actions for fortified positions
(Map XIV). Armmunition shortages limited operations by 2 September. The
close encirclement of Brest was completed when the 29th Division cut the
Brest ~ Le Conquet road. An apparent break in the enemy lines on the
southeast flank failed to produce decisive results at this time. The
38th Infantry Regiment returned to 2d Division control on the last day of
August and the 2d Division captured Hill 105 on 2 September as the 8th
Division captured Hill 80.26 These hills were two of the key enemy de-
fensive positions outside the city.

On 8 September General Middleton ordered a coordinated attack with

no important changes in the division missions. The 24 Division captured

between 21 and 31 August. It then rejoined the division and participated
in the last thirteen days of the operation.

ZL‘U.S.A., Ninth Army, "Operations I, Brest-Crozon," (September
1944)’ pe 7

250uSehe, VIIT Corps, MAfter Action Reports," September 194,
PpPe 1 90

26Ibidc, Pe 9.
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HIL1 92 and the 8th Division captured Hill 82. The 29th Division captured
the village of Penfeld on 9 September while the 2d and 8th Divisions
entered the built-up area of the citye More than 3,500 prisoners were
captured on these two days as the defenders were forced off the best
terrain and compressed into an increasingly smaller area.<!

Between 10 and 19 September the 2d and 8th Divisions encountered
numerous pillboxes and prepared positions while fighting in the streets of
Brest. The 8th Division arrived at the old city wall on 10 September,
but failed in a costly effort to storm it. General IMiddleton decided to
Pinch out the 8th Division on 10 September and use it to clear the Crozon
Peninsula. The defending cormander, Major General Von Ramcke, rejected
surrender terms on '13 September, and the Germans prevented the 29th Division
from entering Recouvrance (West Brest) until 16 September. The 2d Division
breached the city wall on 17 September and Major General Walter M. Robertson,
the division cormander, accepted the German surrender on 18 September.

The Germans in Recouvrance surrendered to the 29th Division on 18 September,

and the last Gemmens surrendered on 19 Sep'l:embe;r‘.28

Aachen
Aachen, a German city of one hundred thirty thousa.nd,29 was on the
German border opposite its junction with Belgium and the Netherlands.
The main portion of the Siegfried Line passed behind Aachen, but a switch
line circled west of the city. The battle of Aachen was essentially a

battle of two divisions to breach the Siegfried Line and isolate the city.

27 Ibid.
28Ibide, ppe 7 - 11.

2919 50 Census.
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The city was cleared by a force of five battalions without undue difficulty
in nine days after the city was effectively isolatede To understand how
the battle for Aachen began, it is necessary to summarize the events which

led wp to the battles?
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30U.SeA., 1st Infantry Division, "Report of Breaching the Siegfried
Line and the Capture of Aachen," APO 1: 7 November 1944), pp. 1 and 1i.

3MacDonald, United States Ammy in World War II, European Theater of
Operations, Vol: Breakout and Pursuit (Washington 25, DeCet UeSe Govermment
Printing Office, 1961), Map IV. ,
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prepared positionss General Collins used the 3d Armored Division to
penetrate both belts of the Siegfried Line on a front of five miles while
the 1st Infantry Division supported the operation and protected the north
flank of the penetration (Hap XV).

The Allied situation in other sectors was not so favorable, however,
and the attack ground to a halt. Shortages of supplies, still being hauled
from Cherbourg and the Normandy Beaches,made continuation of the overall
Mlied offensive difficult. The following days saw German counterattacks
and the natural defensive strength of the terrain sap the strength of 7th
Corps and German units, and a stalemate developed as both sides prepared for
the next attack. The 1st Division was facing prepared German fortifications
along the south flank of the city of Aachen. *

The 19th Corps, on the north of 7th Corps, was several days behind
7th Corps, but Major General Charles H. Corlett, 19th Corps commander,
alerted both the 2d Amored and 30th Infantry Divisions to prepare to hit
the West Wall on 18 September. His corps in position, he ordered an attack
on 20 September to breach the fortifications, seize crossings over the Roer
River nine rmiles beyond, and assist the 7th Corps in encircling Aachen.

The attack was ddlayed until 20 October, however, because General Hodges,33
the Army commander, wanted an opportunity to build up an ammunition stockpile
before he tackled the formidable fortifications of the Siegfried L:‘me.%L

As the 1st Infantry Division continued its operations against the

fortifications of the Siegfried Line, they learned that the Germans had

FIbids, pp. 86 - 95,
33Lieutena.nt General Courtney H. Hodges,
FToide, ppe 96 - 113, and pe 260,
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ENGIRCLEMENT OF AACHEN
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Map XVI. Battle of Aachen, October 19l

3MacDonald, Map IV and pe 283, The 183 and 246 Volksgrenadier (VG)
Divisions were fully equipped, and the 183d had two battalions in each
regiment. The 12th Division was also fully equipped with 2-battalion
regimentse The 49th Division was weak and battle weary.
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defenses along the southern outskirts of Aachen. Since this was the first
German city which was threatened by American forces, the Germans expected
an immediate drive to take the citysJ?

The 7th Corps was interested in deeper objectives, however, and
attacked with the 3d Armored Division to the easte The 1st Infantry continued
its operations on the north flank of the penetration and supported the 3d
Armored attacks on S‘bolberg-37 These attacks were stopped by German reserveé
and both sides took time to regroup (Map XVI).

By 2 October, 19th Corps was ready to assault the Siegfried Line.

The decision was made to isolate Aachen with encireling attacks by the 301'11
Division from the north and the 1st Division from the south. The 30th
Division's capture of Wurselen would be the signal for the 18th Infantry
Regiment of the 1st Division to attack north and complete the isolation

of the city (Map _XVI).38

Considerable shuffling of forc;es was necessary in order to free units
for the 18th Infantry's attack. The 1106th Engineer Group acted as a con-
taining force on the southeast corner of Aachen and a battery of 155 rm. s217-
propelled guns was attached to the 1st Divisione2? The 18th Infantry was
ready to go by 2 October, but 19th Corps, or more specifically, the 30th
Infantry Division was being held up by a combination of determined de-
fenders, difficult terrain, field fortifications, and German counterattacks.

Finally, the 30th Division predicted it would be in Wurselen by 8 October and

36U.S.A., 1st Infantry Division, Ibide, ppe 2 and 3e

3 Ibide, pe 4o In Manuseript B816, German General Schack describes
this period as the first battle of Aachen.

B%idc, De 5.

39U.S.JL., VII Corps, "Operations Memorandum 101 (1 October 1944),
PDe 1 11, .
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the 18th Infantry jumped off. Tt seized its objectives in the vicinity of
Verlautenheide successftﬁly on 8 October and defended them égainst all
counterattacks although the situation was critical on several occasions.
The 30th Division did not link up with the 1st Division until 16 October,
but their operations took much of the bressure off 1st Division. In fact,
Hajor General Clarence R. Huebner, cormander of the 1st Division, visited
the lead elements of the 30th Division after linkup to thank them for their
efforts.

A surrender ultimatum was offered to the five thousand defenders
of the city. Vhen the ultimatum was refused, artillery and air bombarded
the city, but an enemy buildup to the east prevented an irmediate attacka
Instead, the corps was hard pressed to defeat German relief attempts, vhich
continued until the 19th of Octobers?

Cn the 12th, a battalion of the 26th Infantry seized the factory
area northeast of the city. On the 13th, the 2d Battalion of the 26th
attacked due west while the 3d Battalion attacked to seize Observatory Hill
and Lousberge These attacks were continued on the 14th to secure a Junction
between the two battalions. "Progress was slow and each house was thoroughly
cleared of both enemy soldiers and civilians before passing on."bl

Counterattacks continued against the 18th Infantry as the Germans
threw new units into the battle. Inside the city, two battalions of the
26th linked up on 15 October and in the Succeeding days the 2d Battalion of
the 26th and the 1106th Engineer Group moved into the city outskirts on the
west and southe One additional battalion of Infantry was attached to the

LILOIbido, P 7 - Ge

M'Ibid., Pe 90
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26th to secure portions of the city already cleared; and a »tank-iﬁfantry
task force of one tank and one infantry battalion was attached to the
26th Infantry Regiment for the purpose of assaulting a German stroingpoint
in northwestern Lousberg from the rear. The most difficult fighting in
the city occurred when this force took its objective on the 19th.42
The attacks by these five battalions inside Aachen continued on the

20th against strong resistance. Three battalions secured all of Lousberg,
while another continﬁed its attack westward. The fifth battalion consolidated

areas already under U.S. force control. The attack contimied until 1205
on the 21st, when Colonel Wilck, commandant of the German defenders,

su.v:vz-endered.l&3

The 1st Division historisn had this to say about the battle:

During the entire period of the battle for Aachen, 5,637 prisoners
were taken by the Division. The Division had successfully held off
nany strong attacks by enemy armor and infantry supported by the heaviest
artillery concentrations this Division has ever experienced, while at

fortified German towm. It is felt that the success of this operation

was due to the fact that the eneny in the first place had expected the
Division to attack the town prior to the attack on the main SIEGFRIED
Line itself; most of the defenses on the town were concentrated to the
south and after fixing them with artillery, mortar and aerial bombardment,
the enery flank was turned from the east mnd north from a position vihich

shift of troops indicated that no adequate infantry reserves were available
for immediate cormittment from Germany proper. The policy amounted

“2Tbid., pp. 10 and 11.
¥3rbid., p. 11.
Mg,
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to ‘one of plugging the gap as soon as it began to appear.

our breakthrough drew enemy reserves from as far north as Mi
(100 miles to the north), and
Metz (250 miles to the south).

The area of

Jmegen
3? far south as Luxembourg, Trier and

u5U.S.A., 30th Infentry Division, "After Action Report" (APO 30:
October 1944), p. 19.
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SUMMARY OF ATTACK ON A FORTIFIED CITY
AS PART OF A FORTIFIED LINE

Time Relative Combat Power

required Attacker Defender Population

6 dayse 3 inf. div. Remnants of 35,0003 probably
4 divisionse. subdued.

Remarks: Fighting for the outer perimeter began on 22 June and
ended on 25 Junes Fighting in the city proper began on 24 June
and lasted 4 dayse. -

Tinme Relative Combat Power .
required Attacker Defender Population
Brest 25 dayse 3 inf. dive + 10,000; 504 80,0003 probably
corps troops = combat unitse subdued by long
50,000 men. occupation and
- large enemy force.
Remarks: Penetration of the outer defenses required 15 days,
clearing the city proper another 10 days.
Time Relative Combat Power
reguired Attacker Defender Population
Aachen 9 days. 2 inf. dive 5,000 man garri- 160,000
to isolate, son in city, 4 probably pacified
5 bns. to reduced strength by Allied borbing
clear. divisions for a and desertion of
total of 18,000 militant Party
men in LT leaders.

corps sectors

Remarks: Most difficult fighting occurred during penetration of
Siegfried Line and defeat of relief attemptss Operations in city
suspended at one time because of relief attacks:by force of
23,000 men and 41 tanks.



CHAPTER IV
THE MEGALOPOLIS

The size of the population and the nature of the terrain enable
the megalopolis to literally swallow large combat units. The tactical
problems of combat in such areas are complicated by poor radio commnica-
tions, limited observation,i hidden avenues of approach, countless hiding
places for the.enenw and friendly stragglers, and difficulty in maintaining
dj.scipl:i.ne.2

Paris and Manila were captured by corps attacks during World War
II and both of these battles are discussed in detail. However, most of
the World War IT battles for such large cities were conducted by amies or
army groups. The battles of Leningrad, Stalingrad, Budapest, Berlin, and
the Ruhr are examples.

The corps performed missions as a part of the isolating or assault
forces during these battles, as directed by higher headquarters. The assault
corps were usually assigned sectops of the cities for the attack. The assault

the poorest observation encountered outside of Jungles. (Japanese Defense
of Cities as Exemplified by the Battle of Manila, Headquarters, 14th Corps,

zAlthough some U.S. commanders expressed concern over the problem
of diseipline in city fighting, there is no evidence of large scale nis-
conduct among U.S. forces such as occurred when the Soviets attacked Belgrade

and Budapest, or of large scale malingering such as some Allied armies wepe
accused of in Europe.
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force would attempt to seize key terrain to divide the defenders and isolate
strong points, and then defeat the enemy in detail. ThisAc':hapter includes
2 brief description of the battles of Stalingrad and Berlin.

The Communist programs to develop paramilitary forces and major
population centers make it more likely that this form of combat will occur
in future conflictse It is interesting to note that many non-cormunist
countries are following a govermmental program designed to create population
centers as an essential element_of industrialization, and are developing
paramilitary organizations as an adjunct to their military forces. Ex-
perience has proved that these paramilitary forces can be used effectively
in the defense of a large city.

The populations of Paris and Menila actively supported the atiacker.
This single factor may well have been the reason why a corps-sized unit
was able to seize these cities.

In the case of Paris, the Germans wanted control over the Seine
bridges, but were forced to conduct a limited defense outside the city
and then withdraw through the city by 2 combination of military circumstances
and action of paramilitary eienehts of the population. The battle of Paris
was corplicated by political implications. The partial chronology of events
in Appendix I will give some indication of these political problems which
plagued the corps cormander in this cases

The battle of Manila occurred because General NacArthur wanted to
use the port facilities and to control the political and economic center of
the Philippines. A group of Japanese naval officers, contfar'y to General
Yamashita's concepts, decided that the city offered the best defensive terrain
available for the purpose of delaying the U.S. offensive toward their Japanese

homeland, and determined to make 2 last~ditch defense in Manila.
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The populations of Berlin and Stalingfad were hostile to. the attackers,
and the forces involved were armies and army groupse This is not to say
that the attitude of the population was the reason that lérger units were
used in these battles, but it was a féctor in the operation. The capabilities
of organized paramilitary organizations in a city is attested to by the
fact that the civilian population seized Prague from two Schutzstaffel
(Elite Guard) Divisions in 1945, and the initial successes of the Hﬁngaria.ns A

in 1956,

Paris

Paris, capital city, communications center, and industrial heart
of France, had a population of over two million at the time that the Allied
Ary liberated it in 3904, Paris was spared the mass destruction which
demolished many European cities, and the actual fighting in the city was
limited to small s}:imishes. The main defensive effort was conducted outside
the western outsldrts of the city, and was followed by a German withdrawal
to the east of the city despite Hitler's orders to defend Paris to the lasf
nan and leave the citj only after it was a field of ruins.

Hitler ordered General Choltitz to organize and conduct this defense
with the twenty-five thousand plus nen availables On 1 5 August Field
Marshal Kluge, Cormander in Chief in the West, modified Hitler's orders when
he agreed that Paris could not be defended for a long period of time. He
directed a defense of the outer ring of Paris by blocking the great arterial
highways with obstacles and antitank weaponse The bridges were kept intact

to permit withdrawal of the Fifth Panzer and First German Arries,3

3Martin Blumenson, United States Army in World War I, European

Theater of Operations, Vol: Breakout and Pursuit (Washington 25, D.C.: U.S.
Goverrment Printing Office, 1962), pp. 594 = 596,
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The Americans plammed to bypass Paris oﬁ both sides and i;s‘olate the
city, hoping it would fall without a fight.S The operation ‘developed swiftly
as 12th Corps captured Orleans and 20th Corps captured Chaz;tres. The attacks
on Chartres and Orleans are good examples of corps attacks on unfortified
cities ( Map XVII).

Elements of the 4th Armored and 35th Infantry Divisions from the
newly formed 12th Corps moved from Le Mans toward Orleans and seized the
Orleans airport on 15 August. The next day, Major General Gilbert R. Cook
ordered the first major battle for his newly formed corps. He attacked with

two armored columns from the north and northeast, while the 137th Infantry
Regiment of the 35th Division attacked the city from the wests The converging
attacks swept aside the light German resistance and secured the city of
Orleans and, with it, the southwest approaches to Par:'Ls.6

In the meantime, miscellaneous German units in Chartres held up
CCB of the 7th Armored Division for two days. The 20th Corps commander,
Major General Walton He Walker, ordered the 5th Infantry Division to assist
CCB. On the morning of the third day, the 5th Infantry Division's 11th
Infantry Regiment and CCB attacked. Chartres was secured, despite stiff
resistance, with over two thousand prisoners taken. The capture of Chartres
on 18 August opened the historie western gateway to Paris and, together with

the capture of Orleans, opened the way for a drive to the upper Seine south

of Paris.7
5.’.“.dga.:t' A. Wilkerson, Y Corps Operations in the ETO, 6 Jan 1942
(Publication data not given, O May 19L45), p. 198.

6Blu.menson, pPps 565 and 566.
- "Ibide, ppe 564, 568 - 571.
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The 20th Corps continued the advance eastward and crossed the Seine
above Troy on the night of 25 August with elements of CCA of the L4%h
Armored Division. The remainder of CCA fought in the streets of Troy
in an unsuccessful attempt to clear that city. Entrance to the city had
been gained by an armored charge across three miles of open grounde. The
city was not secured until the next morning when the column that had crossed
the river attacked the defender's rear.8

To the north of Paris, thé Allies were still fighting to cut off and
destroy elements of the German forces from Normmandy. This situation was
stable enough by 19 August to ensble the Supreme Allied Cormander to modify
the original timetable for the invasion of Europe and order his units‘to‘
cross the Seine and exploit to the German border.? We have alfeady seen
how the 4th Armored crossed the Seine at Troy. On 25 August the 79th
Infantry Division crossed the river north of Paris, thus Jeopardizing the
German defense of the city.on both flanks.l0

August 19 was a day of decision. General Eisenhower decided to
nodify his masteﬁ plane General Kluge decided Paris could not be defended
in strengthe A third event on the 19th was the uprising of the French
underground in Paris. The French police joined the underground, and by 20
August, General Choltitz was forced to request an armistice. He offered to

spare Paris if the French underground would permit his forces to withdraw to
11
the east.

Sléido, Do 5841
9___Ibidu Ppe 573 - 575.
1oIbido, Pe 574.

11W':'leenson, Ibide, pe 198.
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12Blumenson, Map XIV.
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The amistice was granted and resistance leaders reported that they
controlled the center of Paris and all the bridges leading into the city
from the west. The Germans still held strongpoints throughout the city
and the resistance fighters were reported to be short of ammunition. The
resistance leaders also reported that food was so scarce that many were
starving, that the Sewage and subway systems were mined, and that water was
short. They requested help from the Allies before the armistice ended and
the Germans returned to the city to erush the re‘r.vell:i.on.13
The French request fop assistance was answered when 5th Corps
attacked Paris in two columns (Map ZVITI). The 24 French Armored Division
| attacked from the west, while the U.S. 4th Infantry Division was detached
from 7th Corps, attached to Sth Corps, and directed to cross the Seine
immediately south of the city limits. Strongpoints in Versailles, Trappes
“and Mouden Forest stopped the 2d French Armored Division attack on the 234.1%
Continued lack of progress by the French on the 2Lth caused 5th Corps
to publish a letter of instruction on 25 August which assigned the 4th Infantry

Division the eastern third of Parise One regiment continued the attack to

the city from the south with the mission of seizing the Prefecturs of Police
(Map XTX)e Both divisions entered the city on 25 August. The defense dis-
integrated on that day when General Choltitz surrendered and German strong-

points began Surrendering to military personnel after token resistance. The

13lrh'.lkenson, Ibid., p. 198,

1‘!’FU.S.A., V Corps, "After Action Report,® August 1944 (APO 305,

August 1944), PPe 5= 7.
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Artillery fire was restricted to prevent unnecessary destruction,v ‘and special
measures were taken to secure the city water supply and electric power system.
A desire to free civilian internees and prisoners of war resulted in a rapid
advance which by-passed :c-es:i.s’c.a.nce.21

The Manila operation developed so quickly that written estimates
were not preparede Eigher headquarters did not believe the Japanese would
defend Manila in i‘orce.22

The Japanese Army commander, General Yamashita, initially planned
to delay along the Pasig River (Map XXI), destroy military installations in
Manila and withdraw into the mountains for a prolonged defenses. Unfortunately
for Manila, Admiral Iwabuchi was in cormand of Japanese forces. He decided
that Manila offered’ excellent def ensive terrain, and was determined to
defend it to the last man. He forced General Yamashito to accept his plan.23
The eventual defensive garrison in Manila included approx::.mately twelve
thousand naval and four thousand army persomnel. Since these men did not
belong to tactical units, they were organized into provisional unitse.
They planned a static defense from numerous strongpointse The defenders
were limited in artillery, but they had many automatic _weapons.‘ZLp

The outer defenses faced south. The inner defenses consisted of
three elements: a center of resistance within the old walled city of Intra-
muros, a line of large public buildings just outside the walled city, and

numerous individual strongpoints. The Pasig River formed a natural defensive

21Ibido, PDe 83 - 860
“2gnith, p. 249,
23Tbid., pp. 238 - 240.

24}CIIV Corps, "After Action Report," p. 86.
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barrier within the city i‘cseli‘.z6 The defenses were concentratedAsoum of
this barrier.
General Griswold planned to advance on Manila with the 1st Cavalry

and 37th Infantry Divisions sbreast and clear North Manila to the Pasig

" River line.2’ The 11th Airborne Division, under Eighth Army, approached

the city from the south.28 The plan was modified after North Manila was
cleared and better intelligence became available. One regiment of the 37th
Division attacked due south across the Pasig River vhile the remainde;- of
the 37th Division and the ist Cavalry Division crossed the Pasig River

farther to the east and wheeled toward the waterfront against enemy fortifi-

. . - 29
cations in the Intramuros ares.<’

The :'mitia_l‘ advance from the north was controlled 1ith phase lines. 30
Apparently boundaries were the only control measures used within the city.
A1 2ssault elements were attached to the 37th Division for the final attack
on In’t.ramuz-os.31

’ Between 30 January and 47Februa:r'y, rapidly moving columns from the
1st Cavalry and 37th Infantry Divisions by-passed resistance and entered
Horth Manila in an effort to relieve captured and intermed Americans knowm

to be held there. FRierce fighting occurred for isolated strongpoints vhile

Z .
ZOU.S.A., XIV Corps, "Japanese Defense of Cities as Exemplified by

the Battle of Manila" (APO L42: 4. « of Se, G-2, Headquarters, Sixth Army,
1 July 1945), p. 2.

27}CEV Corps, "After Action Report,* p. 91.

2822.&3 pe 91.

295y Corps, "Japanese Defense of Cities," p. 19.

3 OXIV Corps, YAfter Action Report," pe 82,

31Ibido, Pe 104,
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the enemy demolished buildings with explosives and destroyed the Pasig River
bridgess Fires broke out and completed the destruction of North Manila.
The 1st Cavalry Division used one regiment to secure Manila's water and
power supplye. 33
Isolation of the city occurred between 5 and 10 February as follows:
The 37th Infantry Division (less one regiment) moved eastward through
Manila, crossed the Pasig River and attacked West toward the enemy held
Intramuros. The remaining regiment of the 37th Infantry Division held
the river line directly across the Pasig from Intramuros. The 1st
Cavalry Division, abandoning contact with the 37th Infantry Division,
executed a wide wheeling movement inland and swept into Manila from the
southeasts « o « (This maneuver) permitted a very strong center of eneny
resistance, the Hakati Circle area, to survive for days directly between
the divisionse o o ,

The 11th Airborne Division, which was attacking Manila from the
~ south, was attached to 14th Corps on 10 Februsry 1945. Contact between the
1st Cavalry and 11th Airborne Divisions occurred 11 February to complete
the encirclement (Map XXTT)e>"

From 12 February until 22 February all divisions conducted operations
to reduce the enemy's strongpoints and to restrict his control in the Intra-
muros areas Elements of the 1st Cavalry and the 11th Airborne Divisions
were gradually phased out of "the Manila Opera'l:ion.36 .The action here was
a penetration which divided and isolated the enemy, then subsequent operations
to reduce the isolated pocketse The lack of a mobile reserve prevented the
Japanese from conducting a coordinated defenses The enemy's inability to

counterdttack - facilitated U.S. operationse3’

33Ibide, pe 85.

31'(XIV Corps, "Japanese Defense of Cities," pe 20.
35XIV Corps, "After Action Report," p. 92.
3Tbide, ppe 90 - 11k

37)&\! Corps, "Japanese Defense of Cities," pe 20.
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The reduction of the immey city took from 23 Febmar:} until 3 March.
One brigade of the 1st Cavalry Division, a tank destroyér battalion, and 4
a tank company were
attached to the

ol Ty o

[ Jr
“%’f 2
37th Infantry =2
: /</' Y
Division for the X ;’s‘iﬁ g
final assault on ot

the immer city

2,

of Intramros. AN ° 1 ..;_'..-’
s PR
The 37th Divi- St Wintram ',J-‘gg_'"\'j
sion planned to . ?‘2{\ 'J
AN, YY)

follow a sixty
minute artillery

preparation with o zg <,§(
simul taneous ame A %

: o%
phibious and land o \i
assaults on the SR r ' CAe)
northwest corner : ' A c i\

of Intramuros _
Map XXITT. Investment of Intramuros,

(Map X0OTI). 23 February = 3 March 1945,38
Direct fire from

artillery and tank destroyers was used to breach the walls, and smoke and
artillery were used to screen enemy observation and seal off the assault
areae The two assault forces made contact, then deployed to reduce defenses

38XIV Corps, "After Action Report," Sketéki.27.
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as indicated on Map XXIII. The ist Cavalry Brigade continued its advance
along the wa’c,e'.r'i‘ron‘c.3 ?

Three UeSe divisions required nearly a month to destroy the defenders
of Manila. The Japanese lost 16,665 killed,b'o vhile the Americans lost
1,010 killed and 5,565 wounded. ™! The attack from the north caught the
defenders by surprise and permitted the attacker to enter the city without
serious opposition. The defensive force was fanatieal, poorly trained, |
poorly led, and lacked adequate cormmumications. Despite a lack of initial
Plamning and intelligence, the conduct of the attack was sound. Sone of
the recormendations in a 15th Corps report are:

In this report, it is believed thaot by~passing too many strong
isolated Japanese centers of resistance is 2 mistake, as the number of
troops necessary to contain the Japanese will far exceed the nurber of
Japanese contained. Vhen Japanese forces are deployed in rigid defense,
it is considered advisable to destroy all enemy as the attack progresses.
VWhen it is advisable to by-pass centers of resistance, such centers
of resistance should be reduced imediately, employing available reserves.
If sufficient reserves are notv irmediately available, progress of *he
attack should be controlled by phase lines uwntil strong points are
eliminated.

e o o The fighting which resulted in the destruction of these de-
fenses and the finel elimination of enemy resistance in Manila was in
reality that vhich characterizes the attack of a2 fortifieq locality,
and for discussion nay be divided into three categories, namely normal
fighting in city streets, the reduction of strong earthquake proof
bulldings, and the attacl upon the Walled City (Intramuros). The
Tighting did not fa11 tozether chronologicelly into these categories,
as several strong enemy=held buildings were contained and b ~passed
to permit the assault upon Intrarmuros, and within Intramuros itself
normal fighting was resumed,li? ’ :

. F37th Infantyy Division, "Field Order No. 30," 22 February 1945,
Ppe 1 - 3, |

%XIV Corps, "Aftor Action Report," p. 135,
léi&'ﬂ.th, De 30?-

IQ}ZV Corps, "Japanese. Defense of Cities," Pe 20.
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Accounts of the battle are accounts of battalions, compénies, and

smaller units reducing strongpointse Discussions of combat techniques

indicate a need for special training and rehearsalse. Such training would

enable the assault elements to act as a team when they come in close
4

contact with the enemy as they enter and fight through a strongpoint.

Stalingrad

Der deutsche Vormarsch auf Stalingrad

8jelgorod Pawlowsk Juli - Aug ust 1942 N
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The battle of Stalingrad began with German attampts to seize the
city in August 1942 using the Sixth Amy and the Fourth Panzer Army (Map XXV).

Although the 14th Panzer Corps quickly reached the Volga River on the northern

YTpig., Sketch 5
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outskirts of the eity, they did not cross the river and the city never was
effectively isolated. Frontal assaults on the defenses gontinued through
August, September, and the first half of November in an effort to divide

the defenders and clear the city. The defenders were compressed into a
tight ring, then into a thin strip along the west bank of the Volga. More
and more troops were poured into the battle as wits became depleted by
continuous attacks against the "fortress of Stalingrad." The German attacks
never succeeded in clearing the west bank of the Volga within the city
~although special engineer assault teams did reach the banks in the center of
the city and divide the defenders into four narrow bridgeheads (Map xXTV).
The German efforts to take the city cost a reported sixty thousand men,

five hundred tanks, and the services of nineteen or twenty divisions which
were committed in the battle by 1 Novamber. While the attacks by depleted
German units continued, the Soviets built up decisive new forces on the
flanks Qf the German salient. In November, German intelligence estimated
that the Soviets had fifty-seven divisions in the area of the battle. Yet,
while disaster in the form of overvhelming Soviet combat power threatened,
Hitler ordered the attack Vcontirmed.%

Soviet counterattacks against the flanks of the German saliemt began
on 19 November (Map XXVI), and within five days the German attackers of
Stalingrad were surrounded. In December, Hitler ordered the German Sixth
Amy to stand fast while efforts were made to break through to their relief,
but by 1 January the Germa.n high command gave up all hope of relieving the
now desperate Sixth Army. |

The final phase of the battle of Stalingrad consisted of Soviet
operations to divide the defenders and compress them into small pockets, and

%About nine German divisions were committed in the city. About ten
divisions were holding the flanks of the German salient between the Don and

Val o ovome.
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finally, to destroy the discouraged, poorly equipped, and isola‘bed‘ remants
of sixteen German divisions.*S

It is doubtful if the Germans had sufficient combat power to seize
the city of Stalingrad after 25 August. Although the Germans considered the
city isolated when they reached the Volga on 24 August, the Soviets con-
tinued to reinforce the defenders from across the river, and provided
érti]lery support from this haven. The final act which sealed the German's
destructidn was contimuation of the attack after the enemy had massed decisive
combé.t power on the flanks of the long salient which led west from Stalin-
grad.

Berlin

Berlin, with a population of over three million, was designated as
a fortress city but measures to implement its defense were only partially
carried out. Map XXVII shows the defensive plan which was only partially
completed when Marshal Zhukov's First Byelorussian Front of a million nen
attacked. A defensive force of at most five hundred and fifty thousand
Germans, mostly second rate troops, defended the city. Zhukov's eight to
ten infantry and two to three tank armies (each equivaie:nt to a U.S. corps)
quickly by-passed Berlin on the north and south, and the city was isolated
by 24 April (Map XXVIII).

While the encircling forces contimed thedr attacks, other Soviet
units pemetrated into the city from all sides. The Soviets used a street by
street method of advance which insured maximm destruction to the city and

l'ebepa.r'l:nmt of Military Art and Engineering, UeSeMeAe, The War in

%?f_x _&%m (West Point, N.Y.: U.S. Military Academy Adjutant General,
s Ps C3e
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many deaths among the civilian populatione The last resistance was cleared
by 2 Mag .5 0

mﬂillemer, ps 1 - 65.
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SUARY OF ATTACK ON MEGALOPOLIS

Relative Combat Power

Time .
required  Attacker Defender Population
Paris 3 days 1 inf. div., 20,000 men, Over 2 million;
1 armored mixed combat active French
div. and service Paramilitary
units. selzed large
areas in city
prior to Allied
attack.
Remarks: German cormander planned to delay on approaches to the
city, then withdraw to east to avoigd isolation.
Zime Belative Combat Power
required  Attacker Defender Zopulation
Monila 27 days 3 divisions 16,000 naval Over 1 miliion;
and army service Sympathetie,
troops organized sometimes active
into provisional support of
unitse attacker.
Remarks: Static defense conducted in city south of Pasig River
by predominantly naval ang army service troops to obtain maxdimum
delay. Defenders fought to the bitter end.
lime Relative Combat Pover
equired Attacker Defender Population
Stalin- 87 days Haxinm of Probably elements Many well
grad 9 divisions. of 2 reinforced indoctrinated
combined arms and actively
armies and para- participating
rilitary forces citizens.
in city proper.
Remarks:

Germans never isolated the city.

Unusual circumstances make this a2 poor example. The
Their frontal attacks against

brepared defenses in rubble of city made slow and costly progress
until superior Soviet forces counterattackeq on the north and
south, flanking a long German salient vhich led to Stalingrad.
The attack isolated the German assault forces, who were exhausted
Physically ang logistically by battles in the Surrounding terrain

before the Soviets retook the entire city,



Berlin

from iso-
lation to
capitula-
tione

Remarks:

time of attack.

85

. Relative Combat Power

ttacker

Bl ements of
8 to 10 inf.
and 2 to 3

tanlz armies.

Defender

550,000 men
including one
regular corps,
nostly second
line troops.

Population

Over 3 million;
probably sore
fanatical, many
hopelesss

A planned defense was only partially completed at the
The Germans had no hope for success by this timee.



CHAPTER V
SIMARY OF HISTORICAL EXAMPLES

This study of corps operations indicates that the requirement to
séize a city occurs frequently in corps and division operations. The examples
cited in this paper are only a few of the many cities which were designated

as objectives by corps cormanders during World War II. The following corments
are the result of specific observations made during this study.

The time a.nd combat power required to isolate and clear a city depend
upon the quality and type of forces cormitted to the defense of the city,
the type of fortifications around the city, the accessibility of the city's
flanks, and the attitude of the civilian population.

A division usually requires two or three days to clear a small,
Lightly defended city such as those described in Chapter I. A successful
attack on a larger, better fortified city requires more extensive Preparation,
more combat power, and more time. If the defender elects to fight to the
end in the city, he may hold out for weeks after it has been isolated.

More time and combat power are required to attack a city whose
flanks are secured. Some of the most difficult fighting during the attacks
on Brest and Aachen occurred on the approaches to the city during attempts
to gain or deny access to the buil'b-up area.

Unless a friendly population actively assists the attacker, the battle
for a megalopolis usually requires more troop units than the corps has
available, and the attack of such a large city may last for weeks. The
| 86
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influence of paramilitary forces and a large militant population has been
described in the accounts of the battles of Stelingrad, Pa.zﬂ.s, and Berlin.

The battles of Metz, Brest, Stalingrad, and Manila demonstrate the
time and combat power needed to seize a strongly defended city.

The battles of Yukhnov, Metz, and Sfalingrad illustrate the results
of failure to isolate the city and defeat relief attacks.

The selection of key terrain, avenues of approach, and objectives
will be discussed in the following paragraphs.

The city hall, railroad station; arsenal, and forts at Cherbourg,
the University, goverrment buildings, and commnication centers in Manila,
the city wall in Brest, the factories in Stalingrad, the river bridges in

Vitebsk and Paris, the park and adjacent buildings in Aachen -- each of
these features could have been critical if the enemy had successfully
defended it. Consequently, such features should be considered when selecting
key terrain within the built-up area.

The exploitation of avermes of approach on the flanks and rear of
the enemy is always desirable, and especially during the attack of a city.
The relatively quick success during the battles of Le Mans, kharkov, and
Paris demonstrate how the defender is oftem overextended when he attempts
to cover all the approaches to a city. Exploitation of a quick success on

one avenue of approach may result in seizure of key terrain in the depths
of the enmy defemses which will force him to abandon his positions or accept
defeat in detail. The defender withdrew when faced with such situations
during the batt:l.‘es’ for Vitebsk, Kharkov, Paris, and Metz.

Accurate and detailed knowledge of the enexy strength ami positions,
- Yo include current photographic coverage, are essential. Accurate intelligence
pgmitted the Soviets to conduct rehearsals using mock-ups of the German
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positions before their final attack on Vitebsk. More accurate information
on the strength of the defenses at Brest might have resulted in a cheaper
victory there. Since the corps has better intelligence collection and
evaluation means than the division, the corps must exert every effort to
obtain detailed and accurate information for the assault forces. Command
emphasis on the collection and dissemination of intelligence will result
in quicker and less costly victories.

The preceding items require diréct corps action. The following
principles apply more directly to the assault elements of the attack;
however, they are important to corps doctrine because the corps staff should
ensure that suboz'dix-{ate unlts' operations reflect these principles.

Organization for combat should provide for battalion and company
combined arms teams to include, when appropriate, armor and fire control
personnel for naval and air support. Medium and heavy cé.liber artillery
should be provided to assault units for direct fire on enemy strongpoints.
The assault forces should conduct training and rehearsals in the special
techniques used for the assault of fortified and built-up areas.

The concept of maneuver‘ should provide close control over forces
deployed in the built~up area. Provision should be made for exploitation of
eneny weaknesses. If a deep penetration is envisioned, forces should be
provided to secure the flanks of the penetrating force and destroy by-passed
strongpoints, as recommended in the after action report of the battle of
Manila. Control should be decentralized during the conduct of the attack,
but care must be exdrcised that umits do not fire upon one another while they
are in the built-up area.

In addition to the normal fire support plans, provision should be
made for direct fire by medium and heévy caliber artillery to destroy well-
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constructed buildings and pillboxes. Since the rubble whiéh resuits from
air and artillery preparations provides excellent defensive positions and
effective cover from indirect fire is readily available, air and artillery
preparations are not as effective as right be expecteds Despite this,
experience has showm that massive z2ir and artillery preparations have =z
detrimental effect on enemy combat efficiency. Preparations should be
followed up guickly by a ground assault.

Logistical considerations should include anticipated heavy artillery
amrunition expenditures, provision of speclal items of equipment in time |
for troop training, and support requirements for the civilian population.

In surmary, the highest headquarters concerned in the plarning of
the attack of a cii';y must direct the efforts of all units along selected
avenues of approach to (1) defeat enemy forces on the flanks of the city
and isolate the defenders, (2) seize terrain which denies the enemy commander
the ability to shift his forces, (3) seize control of or penetrate features
which provide fields of fire and observation to major elements of the de-
fensive force, and (4) provide for control and survival of the civilian
population and military support facilities of the citye Deep penetrations
require that sufficient combat power be available to protect the flanks and
rear of the penetrating force. Accurate and detailed intelligence must be
sought and disseminated at all levels of command, with emphasis frﬁm the
corps and army level.

This summary completes the study of historical examples. Part IT
of this study is a consolidation of current doctrine for the attack of a
city, and Part III is a consolidation of the ideas contained in Parts I and
II in the fom of a proposed doctrine for corps operations in the attack of

a city.



PART II
DOCTRINE

Part IT of this paper is an examination of current doctrines.
United States Army doctrine is contained in three field mamuals:

Zield Manua) 31-50, Combat in Fortified Areas and Towns.

Field Manual 61-100, The Division.

Field Manual 100-5, Field Service Regulations, Operations.

The doctrine is interpreted and expanded by material published at the
Command and General Staff College and The Infantry School.

The extensive quotations at the begimning of each subsection in
this part are a consolidation of the pertinent material contained in United
States Army doctrine. If the available Soviet doctrine differs from the

United States Army doctrine, this difference is commented upon in the
appropriate subsection. These comments are followed by conclusions drawm
in Part I to this paper when these conclusions indicate a modification to
current doctrine.

Appendix IT contains comments on the German Army's concept of the
role of cities in modern warfare, as deseribed by a German officer who
served with General Guderian's Amored Corps in 1941, in North Africa in
1943, and who is currently an officer of the Army of the Federal Republic
of Germany.




CHAPTER VI
THE DECISION
The Mission
The final objective of the attacking force in a city or town is
the seizure of the entire built-up area.l
o o « Terrain dominating the approaches is seized to isolate the
towne ¢« o o ijec'l'%ves within the built~-up area are selected to divide
the eneamy defense.

The nain attack may be directed tovard a critipal area’ or the
cormander may attack with equally weighted forces.

A restatement of this doctrine might read as follows: The mission
may include the major tasks of isolating the city (objective), penetrating
into the city and dividing the defenders, and clearing isolated enemy
strongpoints to complete the destruction of the enemy forces. When there
is a main attack, its objective should be to seize key features, missions
which require the effort of a major subordinate umit of the attacking force.d

10.5.4., Headquarters, Department of the Ammy, M 31-50, Combat in
Fortified Areas and Towns (Washington 25, D.Ce: U.S. Government Printing
Office, 1952), p. 56. ,

ZU.S.A., Headquarters, Department of the Army, B 61-100, The

Division (Washington 25, DeC.: U.S. Government Printing Office, Jamuary
1962), pe 229.

3see page 94 for definition of eritical area.

“7.5.A., Infantry School, Bf 31-50, Combat in Fortified and Builteup

Areas (draft mamuseript), (Fort Berning, Georgia: U.S. Army Infantry School,
November 1962), p. 3.

SIbid.

91.




92
Commanders at 211 levels must make provisions to defeat eﬁemy relief
and breakout attempts, and units at all echelons must be pz:epared to defeat
counterattacks immediately after they seize a eritical piece of terrain or

key building.6

Phasing

Phase I of the attack is designed to isolate the city by seizing
terrain features vhich dominate approaches to the eity. The attacker
Secures positions outside the built-up a2rea from vhich to support the
entrance to it and the step-by~step capture of the objectives.?

Phase IT consists of the advance of the assault forces to the built-
Up area and the seizure of some buildings on the near edge of the towms.
This reduces or eliminates the defender's ground observation and direct
fire on the attacker's approaches to the town. The attacker uses the
cover and concealment afforded by these buildings in the foothold area

to decentralize control and displace weapons forward.

Phase III is the systematic house-by-house, block~by~-block advance
through the built-up area. While doing this, particular attention must
be paid to maintaining control of the units. Plans are made to insure
that each building is thoroughly searched, that units have adequate
means of communications, and that prompt resupply can be effected.?

The Soviets consider two phases in their doctrine. The first is a

surprise attack from the march formation. Should the surprise attack fail,
Soviet doctrine states that the city should be "surrounded and blockaded.

It is then to be captured by direct assault.nl©

6‘.‘zhe Soviets also stress the need to repel counterattacks, and they
teach that the attacking formations should %go straight for the heart of
the city to capture key objectives such as telephone centers, bridges,
govimyent buildings, and other important features." (DA Pamphlet 30-50-1,
po 2e

TUeSelley Y 3150, ppe 76 and 774
8Ibido, Pe 7?‘
9Ibid.

10% Pa_IIEhlet ﬁ-iO-l, Pe 42,
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Fron the corps level, it seems appropriate to consider the first
phase as a quickly delivered surprise attack to gain key feétures in the
city while executing simultaneous encircling maneuverse. If this surprise
attack is not completely successful, second and third phases become necessary.
The second phase is concluded when the eneny mobile forces are defeated and
the city is effectively isolated on the grounds The third phase, which may
be initiated before the second phase is completed, is an assault on the city

from the flanks and rear.

Characteristics of Area of Operations

The commander should use the characteristics of the area of operations

to control the battle and develop the full force of his cormbat power.11

Unusual characteristics of terrain, eivilian population and en
situation require unusual emphasis in the estimate of the situation.i?

+ » « The defender attempts to select towns for defense vhose
strategic or political importance will force the attacker to try to
capture them in order to further his over-a2ll planse In this case,
the attacker must seize the terrain which dominates the approaches to
the town before attempting to capture it.

Built~up areas may become battle areas because their locations
control routes of movement or because they contain valuable industrial
or political installations.+~ .

Built-up areas containing solid masonry or concrete and steel structures
modified for defense purposes resemble fortified arease They consist
primarily of cities containing blocklike construction or those areas

11y.5.4., Headquarters, Department of the Army, B{ 100-5, Field
Service Remulations, Operations (Wéshington 25, DeCet UeSe Goverrment
Printing Office, 1962), pp. 48 and 49.

12y.5.A. Command and General Staff College, "Manuscript 6430/k,
Infantry Division Attack of Built-up Areas and Fortified Positions, Lesson
Plan" (Fort Leavemworth, Kansas: U.S. Army Cormand and General Staff
College, 1963), p. LP-5,

13UOSOA0, &: li;iQ, b 53‘

1I+Ibid-, De 31\’*0
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consisting of large complexes of industrial structures. « « » When
practicable built-up areas are bypassed and isolated. . If they must
be reduced, methods applicable to reduction of fortified areas are
erployed. 5 ‘

» + « Extlensive subterranean systems may provide the defender with
additional protection. Built-up areas reduced to rubble retain their
defensive characteristics and restrict the use of rotorized or mechanized
forces. Fighting in built-up areas is charactierized by close combat,
limited fields of fire and observation, canclization of vehicular
novements, and difficulty in control of troopse.

Military control of essential utilities is a necessity.17

Joint intelligence studiesé aerial photographs, and town plans
provide detailed information.l

Wire and fool communications to platoon level are desigable because
of interference with radio cormunications from buildings.lz

The Infantry School defines eritical areas, isolated housing aress,
key terrain with cities as follows:

Critical areas are those areas in 2 built-up area that may require
special coordination and effort to overcome. Opven areas between
buildings, superhighways, avenues, railroads, and other terrain features
vhich provide the enemy an adventage in observation and fire may
become critical:areas. Buildinss bordering these terrain features are
included in the critical areas20 :

Key terrain in buili-up areas includes strongly constructed
buildings or groups of buildings which cover good avenues of approach,
bridges, and hubs of underground sewage and subway systems.

In sumary, unusual characteristics of the terrain and the dense

population require unusual emphasis on the estimate of the situation. If

10.sate, B 100-5, ppe 89 and 90.
161134, , ». 90.

170.5.4., B 31250, p. 71.
lgléiQLs Pe 576

19.8.8e, B 31250, pe .

20me Infantry School, p. 3.

2lns g,
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the city does not fall to the initial attack, the coma.nde;' should carefully
analyze all available intelligence before he selects the time and place
of subsequent attacks.

Cities offer excellent cover and concealment, poor observation and
limited avemes of approach. Obstacles can be constructed easily from
materials available. Key terrain includes well constructed bulldings and
structures which control open areas within the city. Commnications features
such as bridges, road centers, and rail and subway hubs are key. Possession
of" goverrment buildings is desirable and possession of utilities is essential
for the public welfare. Mass commnication media will assist in controlling
the public.

Averues of approach may include broad boulevards and other open
areas, but the attacker will often be forced to advance without clearly
defined avemes of approach. The best avemes of approach are on the flanks
and rear of the city, and may cénsist only of thoée sectors in which the
best progress is made.

Relative Combat Power

22U.S.A., B 31-50, Change 1, 1954, ppe 1 and 2. This passage refers
Specifically to fortified areas, but can also be applied to the attack of
[ 3 c:lty.

amnr il




96

maneuver elements and fire support to counter enemy action within the
built-up area and on the dominating terrain outside the aress23

+ o « Where practicable, friendly inhabitants are‘integrated into
the defense forces o« + o If they are placed in a_strong position, they
can stop forces of a superior military training.<

If the comnander does not have sufficient force to isolate the city,
it is doubtful that he will be able to seize ite The losses vhich will occur
curing the attack must be weighed against the forces which will be required
to contain the by-passed enemy. General experience has been that it is
necessary to seize a city if the enemy decides to defend it.

In assessing relative combat power, ihe cormander should seck to
take advantage of his superior mobility to mass against the weak points of
the defense and penetrate to divide the defenders. The attitude of the
civilian population must be considered when determining the relative combat

povwer of the opposing forces.

HMuclear Weapons

+ « o Built~up areas may be untenable because of their susceptibility
to neutralization or destruction by conventional or nuclear munitions.

¢ + « In the nuclear environment the advantages gained through the

use of nuclear weaponssmust be weighed against the creation of obstacles
to the assault force.?

* +» o Plans should be made for using subterranesn systems as a means
of defense against nuclear attacke

The advantages gained through the use of nuclear weapons and intense
nonnuclear bombardments mgst be weighed against the creation of obstacles
to the assault elements.?

23U.SeAe, B 100-5, pe 90.
2MUuSubey B 3150, pp. 71 and 72.
25UsSehey B 100-5, p. 90.

2670Suhey BY 61-100, pe 229.
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¢ « « In employing nuclear weapons, the effect on the civilian
population must be considered and plans made for their (civilian)
control and evacuation.

The Infantry School and the Cormand and General Staff College agree
that nuclear weapons will not always solve the problem of the attack of a
built-up areas The following extracts illustrate their positions:

lleed to minimize civilian casualtiies influences employment of
nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons.

Tuclear weapons are not likely to be employed in conjunction with
a ground attack of a bullt-up area because of the casualties which
would be inflicted on civilian populations, especially in friendly
territory.29

The decision to employ nuclear, lethal chemicals, and biological
weapons is greatly influenced by « « . the existance of buildings and
other installations nﬂﬁich could be used later by our forces or by the
civilien popula’,c.ion.3

+ « « uclear weapons do not make the attack of a fortified position
as easy as first appearances might suggest.

Use of small yield air-burst weapons may not produce the desired
results;3l yet, use of larger weapons creates a troop safety factor
which may be such that full advantage cannot be taken of the results
produced.

Destruction of the fortified buildings usually requires a surface
burst.  This too causes problems because a direct hit or 'near miss®
is required to do the job. Radiological contamination accompanying
such a burst is 2 serious problem. .

From 211 this we can say air-burst weapons are best for fighting
bunkers and surface~burst weapons are best for installations, such as
CP*s, which may be completely underground.3?

270.SeAe, P 100-5, pe 90.

28¢ommand and General Staff College, pe LP=5e
29The Infantry School, pe 47.

3(}Command and General Staff College, p. LP2-27.

31'111'13 conclusion is based upon an analysis of the probable error
inherent in the available delivery means and the radius of damage against
concrete protected targets. Note that it applies directly to a fortified
position.

' 32Te Infantry School, pe 3e
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The concentration of troops and the time required to seize a city
make the_attacker vulnerable to miclear, chemical, and biological
weaponse. _

International law may have an influence upon the decision to use
mass casualty weaponse Department of the Army doctrine is contained in

Field Mammal 27-10, The Law of Land Warfare.? The following extracts are
pertinent:

* « o the treaty provisions quoted herein will be strictly observed
and enforced by United States forces without regard to whether they are
legally binding upon this country. « « &

* o o it is a generally recognized rule of international law that
civilians must not be made the object of attack directed exclusively
against theme ¢ « &

'It is especially forbidden « . « to declare that no quarter will
be given.' . . K

The means (of injuring the enemy) are definitely restricted by
declarations and conventions and by the laws and usages of ware o o o

weapons. !

'The attack or bombardment, by whatever means, -of towns, villages,
dwellings, or buildings which are undefended is prohibited.? ‘

Factories producing mmitions and military supplies, military camps,
warehouses storing mumitions and military supplies, ports and railr::gs
being used for the transportation of military supplies, and other places
devoted to the support of military operations or the accormodation of
ggﬁ ex;ay also be attacked and bombarded even though they are not

e o ¢ loss of life and damage to property must not be out of pro-
portion to the military advantage to be gained. . . . . P

33me Infantry School, pe 34.

3054+, Department of the Army, PM 27-10, The Law of Land Warfare
(Washington 25, D.C.s U.S. Goverrment Printing Office, 1956), Pps 7 - 21.
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In sieges and bombardments all necessary measures must be taken to
spare, as far as possible, buildings dedicated to religion, art, science,
or charitable purposes, historic momments, hospitals, and places where
the sick and wounded are collected, provided they are not being used
at the time for military purposes.

Ex-President Harry S. Truman said that the muclear weapon is no
different than any other artillery piece in its application, it simply has
more punch and range. He estimated that the use of nmuclear weapons in
Hiroshima and Nagasaki saved 250,000 U.S. soldiers. In hie mind, this
completely justified the use of nuclear weapons on these enemy cities.35

In swmary, the most efficient way to destroy a city is to use
chemical, biological, or nuclear weaponse. Cheamical and biologieal attack
minimize destruction, but they are likely to produce a higher percentage of
casualties among uni)rotected civilians than among the military garrison.
Large nuclear weapons will accomplish the mission of destroying the enemy
garrison, but will also destroy the civilien population and military
facilities. The use of CBR and rnuclear weapons may be limited by interna-
tional law.

The commander who uses mass casualty-producing weapons is subject to
the doctrine of reasonableness. That is, the decision to use these weapons
must be reasonable and necessary at the time and under the circumstances
in effect when the weapon is used. The concept of destroying a city is not
new in warfare. The story of the destruction of Carthage in 146 B.C. is well
knovm; 262 air raids left Cologne in ruins with less than one-tenth of its

1939 population during World War II;3 6 the Japanese cities of Hiroshima and

35Harry S. Truman, Lecture at graduation of U.S. Arrry Reserve School,
UeSeAe Cormand and General Stafs College, Fort Leavermorth, Kansas, 15
February 1964.

36E‘ncycloped:i..a Britannica, 1961 Edition, Vol. 6, pe 3l
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Nagasaki were the first targets for atomic weapons.

From the preceding examples, it appears that the decision to destroy
a city will normally be made at a higher level than corps. However, corps
may decide to use tactical muclear or nonmiclear weapons to destroy strong-

points or induce them to surrender. If tactical muclear weapons are used,

| the target analysis rust be detailed and include a study of undesirable
effects of the burst.

The defender's miclear capability may prevent the attacker from con-
centrating the means necessary to assault a city.




CHAPTER VII
PLANITNG
Logistics

Special items and supplies needed for combat in bullt-up areas
include flame throwers, smoke grenades, grappling hooks, toggle ropes,
demolitions, and ladderse This equipment should be available for the

training period prior to the attack of a bulli-up areas Evacuation of

wounded presents special *;:az-o’o'l_ems.1

Feasures to control the civilian population are essential.?
vhenever possible, civilian inhabitants are required to remain in
place. Civilians rust be carefully screened for escaping soldiers,
spies, and fifth colummists. Large scale refugee novements toward
friencdly reer areas along main supply routes are preventeds Bombing
and bombardment tead to drive civilians out of the city, the attack

will force them back in.

Civilien control and evacuation mpasures rust be included in
plans for the use of nuclear weapons.”

In conclusion, logistical support for the attack of a city must be

plarmed well in advance. Special items of equipment should be issued in

1U.S.A., Headcuarters, Department of the Amy, R 31-50, Combat in
Fortified Areas and Towms (Washington 25, DuCe: UeS. Govermment Printing
Office 1952),1’90 5 ’ 77, and 960

2U.S.A., Headquarters, Department of the Amy, Ff 61-100, The Division

(Washington 25, DeCe: UsS. Government Printing Office, January 1962), p. 229.

JUeSehey B 31=50, p. 56.

"0.S.44, Eeadquarters, Department of the Amy, B¢ 100-5, Field
Service Regulations, Operations (Washington 25, DeCe: UeSe Govermment
Printing Office, 1962), p. 90.

101
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time for the units to train for and rehesrse the attacke This eqﬁipment
ranges in size and complexity from toggle ropes to engineer’assault vehicles.
Class V requirements are high. Additional Class I and nedical supplies may
be necessary to prevent mess deaths and resultant disorders among the eivilian
population.

Arrengements must be made for civil affairs persomele. Immediate
control must be established over the civilien popuwlation to preﬁent undesirable
elauents from gaining control through terrorist tactics. Civilians must be
screened for escaping soldiers, spies, and fifth colunnists, and collaboratorse.

Utilities and transportation must be reestablished guicldye

Training

Current doc£rine provides for technical and tactical training.
The training is conducted in three stages: individual, advanced, and
combined.5 Individual training should include familiarization with the
characteristics of the built-up area. Advanced training should include
tactics and techniques for house-to-house fighting, use of grenades and
demolitions, technicues of fire, and familiarization with booby traps.
Troops should be indoctrinated to prevent looting and riistreatment of
civilianse Combined training should include tank-infantry training, use
of attached engineers, coordination of direct fire by the artillery, and
use of smokes Night combat, fire control, and conirol of incendiaries should

6

be integrated into unit training.

ISUOSQAO, ﬂ; 21-50, ppo 96 a.nd 97.
6-12-:.-_@.‘9 ppe 55, 56, 61, 79, 96 and 97.
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Concept of llaneuver
The three major tasks included in the rmission were (1) isolation
~of the objective, (2) seizure of 2 foothold within the built-up area, and
(3) systamatic clearance of the built-up area. Isolation of the obJjective
"is planned and conducted in the same rnamer as attacks in other areas."’
"Seizure of a foothold within the builteup area is planned and conducted the
Seme as an atlacl: of an organized position. ns

(he) operation against 2 built~up area is 2 slow, painstalding
processs It is often wunspectacular and seldom decisive in re%ation to
the operations of the remainder of the forces not so engageds”’

Large night operations are avoided.lo

o

ne unique terrain encountered within the built-up area reqguires

speclal considerations and techniques. Detailed plamning is necessarye

}

he attacl: is characterized by semi-independent actions of battalion and
smeller-sized combat teams. Progress is slow and units are frequently
leapfrogged. Sections of the ecity and strongpoints are isolated and reduced

systematically. Units must maintain all-round security and normally
11

mop up

as they advance.

then a built-up area is 1lightly defended, it ney be desirable for
leadine elements to push forward rapidly to seize critical installations.
In this situation, supports and reserves are given specific mopping-up
missions to clesr sections of the area whifh have been by-passed or
only hastily cleared by the leading units,i2

"UeSehey B 31=50, poe 76 and 7.
8Ibido, Po 83.

9U.S.A., Infantry School, Ei 31-20, Combat in Fortified and Built-TUp
Areas (draft manuscript), (Fort Beming, Georgia: U.S. Army Infantry School,
Noverber 1952), p. k74

10mig.
110,840, R 31-50, pp. 82-87.
12Ibido, Pe 87.
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Soviet doctrine suggests that they laﬁnch their attack ﬁn’der cover
of darkness by infiltrating units into the city. They gonceal daylight
attacks with smoke and spearhead the daylizht attack with.tanks and assault
gnse The tanks and assault guns operate on the main traffie arteries and
seal off the areca under infantry at‘c.ack.13

Soviet infantry clear buildings systematically in accordance with a
detailed plan. Xey buildings are attacked first, especially corner buildings.
As soon as the assault element clears a portion of a building, the support
element rushes forward and fires from .all op_enings on adjacent buildings
vhich are still resistinge Irmediate preparations are bemun to repulse

14

counterattacks.

Appendix IT contains comments by a German officer on the Geran
concept of the role cities play in modern warfare. Eis thoughts do not

differ from those expressed here.

Concept of Fire Support
Within the built~up area, mortars and howitzers use high angle
Tire to support attacks, block avenues of approach, and hamper enemy reserves.
Directi fire weapons to include self-propclled and anti-aireraft artillery are
attached to divisions for use with combal teams. Air and artillery alone
do not normally neutralize enerly in a city, and the rubble from a2 bombardment
furnishes excellent defensive positions. Close support fires are hazardous

because of the proximity of ground elements with the enemy. Fires from in-

cendiary and chemical munitions may form obstacles and disrupt plans.15

13pA Pamphlet 30-50-1, p. L3
14

ide

150540, R 31-50, p. 53, 78, and 80.
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The Soviet attack is preceded by intensive artillery and air prepara-
tlon to saturate the defenses, cdestroy heavy weapons, cut cormunications, and
lmoci: out command posts. Soviet artiller accompanies thé infantry and pro-

16

vides direct fire support.-
Control Measures

The attack within the city is characterized by restricted observa-
Tion, decentralized operatvions, and difficulty in control. "Oojectives within
the built-up area are selected to divide the enany defense.ti? Prase lines,
check points, and contact points assist in control. Boundaries.are drawvm
along the sides of strects and other avenues of cormunication.

Divisions assign installations such as railroad stations, telephone
exchanges, and public uiility works as objectives and use:

* + o cross streels, streams, and railroad lines as phase lines.

Upon reaching a phase line units clear their zone before resuning the

attack to the nert phase linel!

Organization for combat of (the) infantry division for attack of o
built-up areas is influenced by need of maxirnm combat power forward.l®

Need for close control requires all three origades to control forces
in contact, and control measures (such) as boundaries, phase lines,
and direction of attack arrowss

Frontages are narrower than in open terrain.2l

16p4 pamphlet 30-50-1, pe 43
1?UOSOA., _m 100-‘2, De 900

o

1%0.5.40, B! 31-50, ppe 53, 76, and £3.

190,540, Cormend and General Staff College, Miaruscript 6430 /1,
Infentry Division Attack of Built~up Areas and Fortified Positions, Lesson
Plan" (Fori Leavemwrth, Kansas: Ue.S. Army Cormand and General Staff College,
1963), pe LP-5. '

201p34,
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Soviet docirine provides three or four avemues of approaéh for each
assault division. They stress consolidation and pGCarat"dns to repulse
counterattacks vhen critical features are captured. They assign individual
units sectors in the city.
The Sovietsmap the city in detail using infommation collected from

eir photos, recomnaissance, interrogation of civilians and prisoners of war,

. o 22
and ground reconnaissance.

2208 Porphlet 30-30-1, pe L2



COIDUCT OF THE 3ATTLE

There is 10 pause between phases in the execution of the battlc.
The phases may be concurrents Patrols search for gaps in the enery defenses.
Battelions end companies apply a coribbiration of the techniques used for the
atlack of 2 fortificd position and for street fighting. Cover and deception
are used 1o provent the enemy from shifiing his defenses to meet the mein
1
attacke
Unoceupied buildings are entered first vhile supporting fires
neutralize occupied buildings. Oceupied buildings can then be attacked
frorm the flanks and rear.
The advance continues afier seizure of a foothold *o prevent the
eneryy from shifting combat power to the threatened areae Units clear
zones and assist one another by firing into the flanks of strongly held
positionse Reserves are close behind the assault echelons and provide
security within the cleared area. Special equipment is used to reduce
stronspoints. Wealmesses in the defense nay be exploited to seize key

2
Teatures in the depth of the position.~”

1. . - .

UeSeAs, Headquarters, Deparirient of the Ammy, RI 31-50, Corbat in
Fortified Areas and Toims (Vashin~ton 25, DeCes UeSe Govermment Printine
A ————— e Sa——— - (=)

Office 1952), thange 2, p. 5.

2U.S.Aes Cormand and General Sta®f Collegs, "M{anuseript 6430/L,
Infantry Division Attack of Built-up Areas and Fortified Positions, Lesson
Plan" (Fort Leavemmorth, Kansas: U.S. Army Cormand and General Staff College,
1963), De L1-12.

JTbide, pe L1-3 and L.
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CHAPTER IX
ORGAITIZATION

The organization for the attack of a city is characterized by
irereasing decentralization as the attack progressese Operations must be
in accordance with a detailed ﬁle:n and carefully coordinated becaﬁse ol
limited observation, the pro:dirmity of Opposi-mg forces, and the difficulty
in meintaining direction within the citye Vehiculer movement and radio
cormunications are restricted by buildings and z-u.b’ole.1

Infantry, armor, artillery, and engineer units are formed into
assault teans at company and platoon level. Assault teesms are specially
trained, equipped, and rehearsed for their mission. Am r is attached to
the :'l_ﬂ_fantmr.z |

Artillery, which is attached to the division, is used in a general
support role. Self propelled eight inch and one hundred fii‘ty-five milli-
neter hovitzers are alerted for individual employment ‘in an assault fire
role. The division reserve is notorizeds Additional engineers are attached
for the operation, and corbat engineer vehicles and flame ‘c.hom-:ef tonks are
mamned and made available to the divisione Armed helicopters may have some

-
application.~”

1U.S.A., Headquarters, Department of the Army, R 31-50, Combat in
Fortified Areas and Towms (Washington 25, DeCe: U.S. Government Printing
Office 1952), pe 53.

2Ibid., ppe 53, 78, 80, and chanze 2, pe 5.
3UeSehe, Cormand and General Stafs College, "ianuscript 6430/k,
Infantry Division Attack of Built-up Areas and Fortified Positions, Lesson

Plan® (Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: U.S. Army Command and General Staff College,
1963), p- L1-12.
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Chemical companies may provide smoke to conceal movements and screen
asseulis uring the seizure of a foothold.” Built-up areas can be effectively
and cheaply neutralized with chemical or biological munitionse’

The Soviets consider the reinforced »ifle batialion as the primary
tactical unit in the a2ttaclk of a citys :Tanks, assault guns, and heavy
artillery are in direct support of the battalion assault teams. Batlalion
assault teans include a troop reserve and a strong support element.  The
engineers nove with the infantry to clear rines and boobyiraps and nerform
demolitions. 6

The Germans flew special engineer assault tears into Stalingrad
during the 1942 be:ttle- These teams eventually penetrated to the Volga
at several points, and continued to advance through October of 1942, However,
the defenders were never isolated from their supply bases on the east shore

of the Volga, and the Soviei counterattiock in loverber ended the attack phase

of their operation.

Y0uSeke, B 21-50, p 83.

5U.S.A., Headquarters, Department of the Army, R 100-5, Field
Service Resulations, Onerations (Washington 25, D.Ce: U.S. Government
Printing Office, 1962), p. 0.

6% Parphlet 30-350-1, n. L42.



CHAPTIR X

SULIZIARY OF DOCTRINE

Sovicl and Tnited States doctrine asrse on the general princinles
for the attack of a city, but disagres on 2 few secondary items. 3oth the
Soviets and the Germans favor pernetrations tp selze key terrain within the
city and vhich vill divide the defenders. The Soviets use tanks during
deylight hours to follow irmediately behind and support the first line of
infantrye They also recormend a night attack to gain access to the buili-up
area or infiltrate strongpoints. The Soviets stress preparations to repel
counterattacls, which are expected irmediately after the fall of a S'{",rong
point.

The Soviets use two or three avenues o® approach for a division.

A1l docirines agree that combat in cities should be avoided and,
at a minimm, postponed until the garrison is isolated.

The detailed surmasz of doctrine is contained in Part IIT of this

paper and will not be repeated here.
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PART ITI
PROPOSED DOCTRINE

Introduction
This doctrine is a synthesis of current U.S. Amiy doctrine, proposed
changes to U.Se Arry doctrine, and selected historical lessons. The erphasis
and corposition reflects conclusions drawm By the writer during the study

of World ¥ar II historical examplese

Decision

The time and combat power required to isolate and clear a city
varies with the accessibility of flank aporoaches to the city, the type of
fortifications around the city, the quality and type of forces committed to
the defense of the city, and the attitude of the populations

Major tasks may include (1) isolating the city, (2) penetrating
outer defenses, (3) penetrating into the city and seizing key features,
and (4) reducticn»of enemy-held sectors and strongpoints. The attack to
isolate and encircle the city should go as cdeep as the aveailable combat

power will permite Enemy breskout and reinforcement attempts should be
anticipated.

Estimate
The unusual characteristics of the area of operations require special
emphasls on the estimates and selection of key terraine Special attention

should be given to open areas which offer fields of fire for the defense
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or avenues of approach for the offense. Bridges, road junctions, and

features vhich limit enermy movement may also be keys Seizure of governrient

v

ot 2

buildings and public utilities will assist in controlling and providing
minimun protection for the health of the populations Disciplirary measures
may be required to prevent loss of control when units come in contact 1ith
the population and tenptations of a large citye

Relative combat power is influenced by fortifications available to

o

the defender, the attitude and milit tary capabilities of the populace, and

the practicality of using nuclezr and CBR weaponse The defencder has the
advantage of interior lines of cormunication and good defensive positions

atil his flanks and rear are exposeds This advantage is nuliified by the
threefold extension of his lines and relative loss of mobility after the
city is encircled.

iuclear, chaical, o» biol o":Lcal weapons offer the cheapest neans
of reducing 2 city, but the decision to use these wezpons is dependent upon
a prior political decision that their use is ethic al and will be beneficisl
to national interests.

The threat o use nuclear weapons nay render cities untenable, but

it may also prevent the buildup of forces necessary o assault the citye
The destruction caused by nuclear or conventional bombardment does not
reduce the value of a city as an obstacle nor does it deprive the enery of
excellent defensive positions in the ruinse Subterranean systems offer

protection from nuclear weapons, but are vulnerable to chemical and biological

attack unless special protection is provided.

Plans and Preparations
Helicopters can be used to land assault teams on the top of bu:‘d.d:’mgs',

to transpo*-t units to key features V_Lth:m the city, for reconnaissance, and
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for fire support missions.

The fire support plan should include provisions for direct fire by
medium and heavy caliber artillery to supplement infantry and engineer
assault weapons. Massive air and artillery preparations will have detri-
mental effects on enemy combat efficiency, but mst be followed quickly
with ground assaults. The rubble from air and artillery bombardment
provides excellent defemsive positions.

Logistical considerations should include anticipated heavy artillery
amunition expenditures, provision of special items of equipment in time
for troop training, and minimm support requirements for the civilian popu~
lation.

Units should conduct training in the special techniques used for the
assault of fortified and built-up areas and rehearse the actusl operation when-
ever possible. Tactical organization provides for formation of battalion
assault teams reinforced with tanks, engineers, chemical (anéke) units, and
supported with direct fire from 155 m:lJiimeter and larger self-propelled
artillery.

Conduct

- Priority of operations during the conduct of the attack should be
to defeat enemy attampts to relieve or reinforce the garrison and prevent
breakouts. If a deep penetration is plamned within the built-up area,
forces should be provided to secure the flanks of the penetrating unit and
destroy by-passed strongpoints.

The attack within the built-up area should be characterized by semi-

independent actions of battalion and compary combined arms teams. Progress
is slow and combat teams should be leapfrogged frequently to maintain the mo-
mentum of the attack. Units nomauj mop up as they go, but provision should be
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nade for exploitation of an unespected breach in the def ense 1.'hz.ch perrits

the assault forces to seize key festures within the depths of the citye
In swmary, fighting in a city should be avoided if at 211 possible.
fuelear, chamical, ox biological wreapons offer the creanest woyr to destroy

LI . 3

a cityes If 2 ground assaul

ck
1ty

e

of a city is required, the followin: factors

should be carefully evaluated:

Size of force required to seize a stronzly defended city.

b3

£

‘ecessity to isolate the city and defeat relief atuacks.

a

Selection of liey terrain and objectives.

Influence of perardilitary forces and = hostile population.
Collection and dissemination of intellizence and aerial
'pho bography.
The atlack on a city is conducted to turn the enery force out of

its pre‘ ared positionsj or to destroy the dcfenders by isolat ing the city,

©

restricting the garrison's novament and ability to react, and, finally,

isolating and destroying enemy strongpoinis.




APPENDIX I

CEROIMOLOGY OF EVENTS DURING ATTACK ON PARTS

AUGUST 10LL

Y

The information in this appendix is a surmary of major political

events and decisions which affected the 5th Corps Cormander during the

<}

4

battle for Paris. The materizl is faken i‘v-o** Rlumenson's chapter on the

-

battle of Paris. Zlumenson's materisl is verified in the 5th Corps History.

List of Characters

Suprerie Allied Commander, Zurone Gereral Diight Z. Eisenhover
Eead of French Government ¥Yarshal Eenyi Petain
Chief of Free French MNovement General Charles de Cavlle (recognized
and Head of Provisional by Allied Powers prior to battle
French Govermment for Paris)
French Military Governor of Paris Generzl Plerre Joseph Koenig
Cormander of 2d French Armored General Jacques Philippe LeClerc
Division
Corxander 12th Army Group Generzl Crar M. Bradler
Cormander UeS. First Army Lieutenant General Courtney Ee Hodces
Cormeander 5th Corps Hajor General Leonard T. Gercw
Cormander lth U.S. Infantry lZajor General Raymond 0. 3arton ,
Division ;
J'i-.artm Blumenson, UsSe Army in Horld VWer IZ, European Theater of

erztions, Vol: 3Sreakout and Pursuit (.ashlnc“‘on 25, DeCes U. S. Goverrment
Printing Office, 1961), pp. 7590 - 628. ‘

Bac’er A. Wilkerson, ¥ Corps Operations in the E.T.0. (publication
"date not listed).
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. .
Cormurication
in Paris

Representative Brigadier Ceneral Pleas 3. Rogers

3

Cerman Commender in Chief in the Generalleldnarschall Guenther von Xluge
Vest

Zerman Cormander of Perimeter Oherstl eutnant Zuberus von Auwloclk:
Tefenses Vest and Southwest of

Serresy Cortrender of Paris Defenses Conorellentnant Dletrich vor Choltitsz

Allies plan to by-pass Paris and awsit caopitulation of isolated
carrisons An estimated four thovsand tones.o:" supplies per day are required
Lo meet minimum needs for the populetion of Paris. Allies desire to limit
damage to Parise. ‘Eisenhower does not desire to favor any one Frénch political
clemente Iitler desires to hold the French capital. French urge SEAER
(Suprene Headquarters, Allied Expeditionary Force) to seize Paris on premise

FR)

that he vho holds Paris holds France.

Chronology of Events, August and September 1944

7 Aug 1944 Hitler names Genersl Choltitz as Cormanding General and Military
Cormander of Greater Paris. :

g 194 Cormonder of 2d French Armored Division, General Le Clerc,
begins to request that the U.S. chain of cormand assirn his unit
the agreed upon mission of li’berating Parise.

15 Aug 19LL  General Kluge agrees that Paris should be defended by blocking

approackes on outer ring.

16 Aug 1944 Eisenhower reconsiders plan to by-pass Paris, admits he may

have to go into the city.
19 Aug 1944 Uncoordinated FFI (French Forces of the Interior) uprisings seize

areas of Paris; General Choltitz agrees to armistice in eschange
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for uninterrupted withdrawal. Choltitz hopes for conflict
between French Corrmunists and de Cauvllists.

12 106 German 38th Division ordered to Parise Generalfeldmarschzll
20 Aug 19 Gern

acd

lalter llodel, new Chief of OB WEZST and Amry Croup B, decides
on aliernate defense line north and east of Paris.

20-23 Aug Generaloberst Alfred Jodl of the Army High Cormand, then Hitler
orders defense of Parise Hitler states, "Paris must not fall

into the hands of the enemy except as a field of ruin.®

s

D

B
S

22 Aug Air drop of weapons and ammunition to FFI in Paris weathered
out, then cancelled (withheld up until this time for political
reasons).

22 Aug 1984 3Bradley tells Le Clerc that 2d French Ammored Division is to
liberate Paris a2t once.

22 Aug 1948 Eradley end Hodges decide to send 5th Corps (24 French Armored
and Lth U.Se Infantry Divisions) to assist FFI and accomnlish
other missions as necessary. Limitations on 5th Corps include:

1. l'o movenent into Paris prior to expiration of FFI -
German armistice. |

Z2e No serious fight was to be accepted inside Paris.

3¢ Ko bombing or artillery on the city unless absolutely
necessarys

22 Aug 1914 (evening) General Gerow orders General Le Clerc to begin merching
irmediately. If troops encountered strong resistance, they

were to assume the defensive. No troops to cross the Versailles

Palaiseau line prior to noon on 23 Auguste.




23 Aug 1944
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FFT leaders from Paris make appeal to U.Se. commanders for
irmediate troop supporte They clainm FFI - Geman armistice
expires at noon on 23 Auguste Eiscnhower and Bradley order

L 3

twenty-six thousand tons of supplies for civil relief s delivery

to Paris to begin 27 August.

" s N e, ] n
23 Aug (noon) General Le Clerc learns Germens have occupied blocking posi clons

2L pag 1945

between his forces and Paris, decides to wait for the division
main body to close and attack on morning of 24 August. Le Clere's
main effort crosses into the zone of the Lth Infantyy Division

in effort to by-pass enemy in Versailles and hit south flank
T

of citye liove not coordinated. Fifth Corps artillery unable

to support this attacl.

Le Clerc's secondery attack penetrates after four hour battle,
reaches Seine River at Sevres. TAC Air grounded by poor weather.
Le Clerc's main attack makes slow progress, still on outskirts

of Paris at nightfall.

General Gerow requests permission to send Lth Infantry Division
into Paris; Bradley grants permission; Gerow orders Le Clerc and
General Barton, 4th Division Cormander, to assist oreanother

to the maxdmume.

2k Aug (midnight) Small French task force of tanks and half tracks infiltrates

25 Aug (noon) 12th Infantry of Lth Division arrives at Kotre Dame cdbedral

25 Aug 1944 Barton attempts to coordinate troop dispositions with Le Clerc,

in center of city.

to Hotel de Ville (just north of Notre Dame)e Most of German

defenders withdraw across the Seine.
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is rebuffed. "Le Clerc accepts Choltitz's surrender in name of
Provisional Govermment of France; su.rz-ender-is advertised and
nearly 211 German troops surrenders. The 5th Corps takes over
ten thousand prisoners.
The de Gaullists appear to have adventage in Paris.

General Foening, French lMilitery Governor of Paris, assures

responsibility without coordinating with General Gerot.

General de Gaulle eaters Paris.

General de Gawlle orzanizes vﬁ.étoz*y parade, invites Gerow to
participate; Gerow declines, orders Le Clerc not to prarticipates
Gerow actlons basad upon: !mowledge of German units north, east,

and southwest in irmediate viciniiy of Paris: fear of
o) 3

0

ertian air
attack; danger of civil disorder and liberation hysteria among
the troops; fear of German counterattack. Gerow declines to

cut off combai service suppori of Le Clerc to force obodiences
Iitler, after learning Paris is not destroyed, orders destruction
of Paris (order not carried out)e Le CJ_.erc orders 21l indivicdual
arms taken up from his enlisted nen to stop indiscriminate
firinge Attack northeast continued by part of 2d French Armored
Division. General de Gaulle requests and Eiserhower gives

2d French Armored Division to de Gawlle for occupation duty in
Parise Thus, Le Clerc is removed from Gerow's cormande. (24
French Armored returned to combat on 8 September).

The 4ith Infantry Division continues atiack northeast. A1l corps
objectives northoast of Paris reached. General de Gaulle asks
Eisenhower for two U.Se Divisions to establish his position in

Paris (assume this means political position)s FFT Barins to
-
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degenera‘te, rust be controlled.

28 Aug 19L4  General Gerow, 5th Corps Commander, formally turns control of
Paris over to General Xoening, vho states he has had control
sinco 25 Augusts Xoening requests SHAEF furnish wniforms and
cquipnent for fifteen thousand men to be used in reorganizing
FFL into remtdar oy

29 Aug 1904 Paris cleared of Gemmense Ilements of UeSe 28th Infantry
¥naradet through Paris on way to assembly areas for attack
northeast of city. Generzl de Gaulle inactivates and dissolves
FFI; power given to military regions; FFI personnel subject to

drafte lieasures consolidate de Gaulle's powere Half the daily
reliel supplies and eight hundred tons of cozl per dar "are
moved 2t the expense of the military efforte (A shor:t time
later U.S. amies care to a halt on the German border.)

Early Sep CaZ-ETOUSA Hoadquarters displaces from Cotentin Peninsula to
Paris at an inopportune time and apparently without Eisenhower's

Imovledge.

o
L]

Sep 194l The 2d French Armored Division (Le Clerc) rejoins 3d Armye




APPENDIY. IT

COMMENTS OF THE GERMAN ARMY'S CONCEPT OF THE

ROLE OF CITIES IN MODERN WAP.FAPEi

To the best of his knowledge, Major Gassler states that the current
German doctrine is to by-pass cities whenev_er this is a2llowed byv the tactical
situation. If the enemy concentrates in a city, he gives up the initiative
and takes the risk of being isolated and destroyed at a later time. There
are two tactics which can be used in thé attack of a built-up area. The
first is a slow and systematic street by street advance, the second is a
penetration or multiple penetrations to divide the defenders and permit the
attacker to defeat them in detail. The German doctrine prefers to divide
the enemy and defeat him in detail.

Stalingrad is an example of a city which could not‘be by-passed by
the Russians because they could not permit the German Sivth Army to exist
in their rear.

The tactical importance of cities has diminished in the last twenty
years. Modern tracked vehicles can by-pass the road centers, and rail centers
are quickly knocked qu‘t from the aire Still, in Russia, we avoided having
najor forces in the cities, but sought protection from the elements in the
built-up areas during the winter, and were forced to use the roads which

passed through the cities in the spring and fall.

1
Notes of interview with Major Gunter Gassler, Army of Federal Republic
. of Germany, 5 February 1964, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, as compiled by Major
M M. Pierce- .

R | 191




122
licdern eguipment has reduced the importance of cities and rivers as
obstacless The only rezl obstacles to modern vehicles are major mountain
'2Nn5es.
The plan to attack 2 city will be dependent upon the enayr disposition
and activities. Reconnaissance must be continuous, and the attack pressed
o prevent the encvy from redispositioning his forces. The city rmust be

one hundred per cent isclated on the ground and in the aire

tte

The Germanc did rot consider the use of tanks in a city as the best
use of the desirable characteristics of thé tanke They developed assault
guns vhich were mere suitable for the support of infantry during fishting
in citiese.
Gerron miiitary leaders thought that Soviet Russia would probably
have collapsed under the conditions of the surmer of 1942 if the Germans had
directed their major effort towards Moscow at that time instead of attempting

to seize econoric ob}

L4

ectives in the south. The military wanted Moscow and
its arez as a political and corrmunications center. Ioscow controlled the
.communications to the north, south, and east and was considered a major
baclibone of the Russian spirit to continue fighting..

Some Germans feel thet the Soviets will not use high yield (in the
meza ton catesory) nuclear weapons in event of an attack through the Ruhr
because they will need the industrial facilitles to provide them with an
additional industrial base for future attaclks on the Free World. They want

the Ruhr intact for political and strategic reasons.
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